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JEWISH FRONTIER 


CONDEMNED TO LIVE Jenish 


In this year of grace 1939, 907 Jew- 
ish refugees on the German ship St. 
Louis are drifting in the waters off 
Cuba and Florida in search of a port 
that will allow them to land. Pro- 
vided with all the necessary papers, 
they had set out in high hopes of find- 
ing in the republic of Cuba a home to 
take the place of the one they had lost. 
But even as they were crossing the At- 
lantic, the Cuban government changed 
its mind and barred its doors before 
the homeless men, women and chil- 
dren to whom it had promised hos- 
pitality. 

Now they are in despair. Where 
shall they go? The reefs of immigra- 
tion laws surrounding America are far 
more threatening to them than any 
coral reefs their ship may strike. Re- 
turn to Germany may mean death or a 
life that is even worse than death. 

And many of them no doubt would 
choose death as the easier, more plea- 
sant and possibly also more sensible 
way out, when all other avenues of 
escape are hopelessly barred. But the 
powers which decreed that these refu- 
gees must leave their native land, they 
who have uprooted these families from 
their homes and, after robbing them, 
had cast them adrift, now also ruled 
that their victims must go on living 
even against their will. The refugees 
were encouraged to cling to life by 
false rumors that the United States 
would admit them. The captain of 
the ship forced them to live when he 
pos as 9 the crew to guard his passen- 
gers lest they commit collective suicide. 

The legalistic scruples animating the 
tender heart of the world are indeed 
inspiring. Governments indulge in 
sadistic practices to their heart's con- 
tent; they torture their victims and 
exile them, they offer a tantalizing asy- 
lum and then cynically bolt their doors: 
and none will call them to account. 
But the fear of what judgment causes 
them to dread the accusation: “Your 
hands have shed this blood,” that they 
appoint guards to prevent their victims 
from extinguishing the flame of their 
own lives? 

If there is still a flickering of con- 
science in the world, let it show itself 
in other, more constructive ways. 

Behind the dramatic tragedy of these 
907 there is the similar and equally 
stark tragedy of other millions of 
— Jews will continue to fight 

or their right to live as human beings 
with all the forces at their command. 
But even as Jews reserve for them- 
selves the right to live, so do they also 
reserve the right to decide under what 
conditions their life is worth living. 
S. K. 
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We Will Not Surrender 


HE NEW Palestine policy of the British gov- 

ernment, as expressed in the “White Paper”, 

is a betrayal of the confidence of the Jewish peo- 

ple during the darkest hour of their history and 

a treasonable repudiation of the tasks imposed 

upon England when it accepted the mandate from 
the League of Nations. 

The Labor Zionist movement denies that the 
mandatory government has a legal or moral right 
to continue to rule in Palestine so long as it re- 
nounces the moral and legal basis of its rule—the 
Balfour Declaration. From the moment that the 
mandatory government reaches an agreement with 
the leaders of Arab terror and places the Jewish 
community in Palestine, Jewish immigration, and 
Jewish hopes, at the mercy of fanatical Arabs, the 
Labor Zionist movement will look upon the Brit- 
ish administration in Palestine as a rule by force 
which wields no moral or legal authority. 

The Labor Zionist movement has always main- 
tained that Palestine is to be administered accord- 
ing to the principle that no nation in the country 
is to dominate or be dominated by the other. It 
therefore categorically repudiates a regime which 
openly or covertly seeks to give the Arabs domina- 
tion over the Jews. We consider it to be our 
primary political aim at this moment to destroy all 
attempts to establish in Palestine a form of gov- 
emment which would deny the international obli- 
gations to the Jewish people and doom the Jews 
to remain a permanent minority in the country. 
We will exert all our efforts to prevent the realiza- 
tion of all such plans or attempts. 

Together with the Jewish community of Pales- 
tine we declare: “We will not surrender!” Co- 
operation between the Jews and England will 
cease the moment Britain begins to carry out the 
plan embodied in the “White Paper”. We say 
this with the full realization and acceptance of the 
consequences which this declaration implies. 

The Labor Zionist movement considers the 
tight to settle in Palestine and to help in its up- 
building to be a natural right of every Jew—a 
tight which the entire Jewish people has not re- 
linquished during many centuries of dispersion, and 
which has received the international sanction of 
the entire civilized world. We refuse to recognize 
any decree or law which threatens to deprive the 


Jewish people of this right—a right which has 


een sanctified by suffering and heroic efforts in 


Palestine. 


From the moment that England assumes the 
policy of the “White Paper” there arises an 
emergency situation which compels all Jews to 
unite and resolutely oppose the decree. We are 
fully aware of the grave nature of the present 
hour and of the duties which it imposes upon us. 
It must be the duty of every Jew to stand ready 
to meet the needs of the coming days as a united 
people. 

We affirm our solidarity with the Jewish com- 
munity in Palestine in its efforts to strengthen its 
positions in this responsible hour. We send our 
fraternal greetings of solidarity and encourage- 
ment to our comrades of the Palestine labor move- 
ment and promise our full support of the measures 
undertaken by them in the present emergency. 


To the Jews in this country we say: Do not 
lose hope! The builders will continue to build. 
The watchmen will continue to guard. The van- 
guard of the Jewish people will continue to 
stream to Palestine. Construction and struggle 
for our rights will continue under all circum- 
stances. 


We too must rise to the occasion. All help and 
encouragement to the builders and defenders of 
Eretz Israel! 


PoALE ZION-ZEIRE ZION OF AMERICA 
JewisH NATIONAL WorRKERS’ ALLIANCE 
LEAGUE FOR LABOR PALESTINE 

PIONEER WoMEN’S ORGANIZATION 
YounG PoALE ZION ALLIANCE 


PALESTINE ANSWERS 
THE WHITE PAPER 


O SOONER was the White Paper announced 

in Palestine then there broke out a spontan- 

eous movement of protest unequalled in Jewish 
history for centuries. In every city and town, in 
every village and hamlet, the Jewish inhabitants 
took the solemn oath not to surrender to the be- 
trayal. With the most exemplary discipline they 
carried through their demonstrations and strike of 
protest. The same discipline that governed the 
Jewish community when for three years it with- 
stood attack without giving way to passions and 
without resorting to retaliation, was now manifest- 
ed in the initial steps of the struggle against British 
betrayal. The British, on their part, exhibited a 
sudden and not altogether unexpected “energy” 
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where the Jewish demonstrators were concerned. 
In dispersing the demonstrations over two hund- 
red people were wounded. We cannot help but 
wonder what the situation in Palestine would have 
been today if the English had manifested a similar 
elan three years ago, at the very beginning of the 
Arab riots. 


But the Jewish community in Palestine is aware 
that protests and demonstrations are inadequate 
and that a campaign of long duration must be 
worked out for the impending state of siege. A 
program of passive resistance—constructive resist- 
ance, it is characterized in Palestine—has there- 
fore been worked out, of which the following are 
the outstanding planks. Non payment of taxes, 
dissociation of the Jewish municipal governments 
from the British administration of the country, de- 
crease in imports to the least possible minimum, 
land settlement on a larger scale than heretofore 
and support to immigration of refugees despite 
government restrictions. 


Despite some misunderstandings, it is a fact that 
England had contributed nothing to the finances of 
the Palestine administration. The budget of the 
country was more than balanced and during past 
years a considerable surplus had been accumulated. 
This was due largely to the taxes paid by Jews 
while entering the country and developing its re- 
sources. A policy of refusal to pay taxes can thus 
be an effective measure in the struggle against the 
policies of the White Paper. 


Of the effectiveness of non-cooperation we have 
had a good example in India. It is a movement 
dificult to suppress and is capable of causing 
enough “inconvenience” to the administrators of 
the country to make them pause and reconsider 
their policies. In the case of aiding the entry of 
so-called illegal immigrants, such a policy may 
completely reverse the avowed intention of the 
Chamberlain government to freeze the Jewish 
community in a permanent minority status of 1/3 
of the total population. Boat loads of such “‘il- 
legal” immigrants continue to stream into Pales- 
tine and many of them succeed in landing. The 
desperation of the refugees together with the de- 
termination of the Jewish community to have them 
enter the country may yet overcome the British 
fear “lest they increase.” 


The above program of action has been decided 
on for the immediate future. That other, even 
more far-reaching measures may be undertaken, is 
not altogether impossible. The men and women 


who have left the European inferno and with their 
backs to the wall have fearlessly repulsed attacks 
during three years, will not so easily surrender to 
the appeasement machinations of the Chamberlain 
government. 


JEWISH FRONTIER 


OUR DUTIES 


T IS obvious that the new developments in and 
about Palestine impose on the Jewish commu- 
nities outside of that country duties and obligations 
of an emergency nature. It would be futile to in. 
dulge at this time in vain regrets over lost oppor- 
tunities and tasks carried out only half-heartedly in 
the past, no matter how true our past shortcomings 
might have been. Such energies as the Jewish 
people still commands must be mustered in the 
service of the immediate tasks. 


At first glance the prospect may appear to be 
disheartening. Central European Jewry is con 
fronted with the alternative of flight from its 
homes or annihilation. The bulk of the Jews in 
Eastern Europe are waging a bitter struggle 
against the surging tide of anti-Semitism and op. 
pressive and discriminatory legislation that trans. 
forms the task of eking out a livelihood into an al- 
most insurmountable hurdle. The Jews of Russia 
have been effectively cut off from the rest of their 
people and could not, even if they wished, extend 
any material or moral assistance. 

History has thus imposed upon the Jewish com- 
munity of America, and the numerically smaller 
communities in the western European countries, 
the main burden of assistance which must now be- 
come of far greater scope than ever before. This 
is a task that will require determination, selfless- 
ness and courage. There may be some who will fal- 
ter. There may be those who will be frightened at 
the enormity of the new burden which we must now 
shoulder in addition to the already great tasks of 
alleviating the suffering of the victims of European 
tyrannies. 

However, such misgivings are not justified. The 
Jewish community of about four and a half million 
in the United States possesses resources of strength 
and energy that have so far remained untapped. 
The very gravity of the situation can be made to 
arouse heretofore dormant springs of action and 
can bring to our aid the support of allies among 
the progressive elements outside of the Jewish 
community. 


At the present moment two tasks are of pate 
mount importance. The first one is to extend it 
creased aid to the Jews of Palestine in order to et 
able them to strengthen their economic positions. 
Such an increase in their economic power will aug 
ment their effectiveness in the struggle against the 
present British policy, whatever the measures they 
will undertake, and will also enable them to pro 
vide for the immigrants, legal as well as otherwist, 
that will continue to stream into Palestine. Theré 
is no doubt that great stretches of land can now be 
purchased from Arabs who will be only too glad to 
dispose of their surplus holdings before British 
policy forces them to shun the Jewish settler. W! 
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adequate financial support, such land can be pur- 
chased and its settlement will provide both a home 
for exiles driven out of Europe as well as a 
greater measure of economic security for the en- 
tire community in Palestine. American Jewry is in 
a-position to extend this financial aid and past his- 
tory should have taught us the lesson of how dan- 
gerous procrastination may be. What is not done 
today cannot always be done tomorrow. 


The second task is that of defeating the British 
policy of strangling the Jewish National Home. 
The ‘“White Paper” of MacDonald and Chamber- 
lain is no more eternal than are MacDonald and 
Chamberlain themselves. The British Labor party 
has repudiated Chamberlain’s policy in Palestine. 
Other important elements in England have turned 
with revulsion against this latest and greatest be- 
trayal. If sufficient pressure will be brought 
against this policy, it can still be annulled or its ef- 
fects can at least be minimized. To achieve this it 
isnecessary that the millions of non-Jews as well as 
Jews should be aware of the implications of this 
betrayal. Unfortunately we have in the past sinned 
much in this respect. Not enough was done to ex- 
plain to the outside world the aims and the achieve- 
ments of the Zionist movement. Countless liberals 
who could have been with us today have only a 
very sketchy idea of what Zionism is out to accom- 
plish. This situation must and can be rectified. 
The combined force of Jewish determination and 
liberal support throughout the democratic world 
can go a long way toward nullifying the present 
British policy. 


THE "PROMISED LAND" IN GUIANA 


[ CANNOT be-said that the experiment in 
Jewish colonization in British Guiana which 
may commence this fall will begin under auspicious 
arcumstances. The justifiable suspicion concern- 
ing the legitimacy of its paternity will continue to 
haunt this project, particularly if the White Paper 
policy concerning Palestine will be enforced to any 
degree. The feeling that this stretch of jungle is 
intended as a sop for the betrayal of Jewish hopes 
and efforts in Palestine cannot be so easily eradi- 
cated from the minds of Jews everywhere. Yet no 
responsible person will say in view of the present 
needs that this Greek offer should be rejected be- 
cause of the arrogance and brutality of the appeas- 
ersin England. There are by far graver reasons 
for doubting the success of this new plan or the ex- 
tent to which it can serve as a solution for the 
refugee problem. 


The exclusion of the coastal belt of Guiana 
from the plan for Jewish colonization would limit 
settlement to the interior and inferior areas. The 
landlocked Jewish settlement, after costly and 
heartbreaking pioneering, would remain forever 








7 


dependent on the British colonial administrators 
because of this lack of outlet to the sea. Much 
hope is being placed on the industrial development 
of the area. But the shortcomings in transporta- 
tion facilities and the ‘“encouragement’’ customar- 
ily given by the British administration to industrial 
development in its possessions, as for instance, in 
mandated Palestine, are sufficient to cast grave 
doubts on the industrial future of any Jewish 
settlement in Guiana. 

The usual British ambiguity concerning the 
form of autonomy to be granted to the Jewish set- 
tlers is also to be suspected. If the comparatively 
clear wording concerning the British mandatory 
responsibilities in Palestine could be fraudulently 
perverted as they have been in the White Paper of 
1939, one can imagine the vicissitudes at the hands 
of the new MacDonalds of such phrases as “His 
Majesty’s government would be ready at all times 
to give their sympathetic consideration to any pro- 
posals of this character,” referring to the grant of 
autonomy, local self-government and representa- 
tion in the government of the colony as a whole. 
Knowing the calibre of the civil servants in the 
Colonial Office and their attitude toward Jews, 
which in many cases—as evidenced in Palestine— 
borders closely on downright Jew baiting, we must 
be sceptical again concerning such promises of 
autonomy and the extent and manner to which they 
will be carried out. 


Our doubts as to the feasibility of refugee settle- 
ment in Guiana on any appreciable scale still fur- 
ther increase upon the examination of the ‘Arab 
problem” in British Guiana. At present the com- 
position of the population of this area and the am- 
biguity of the promises to the refugees, point 
strongly to possibilities of the repetition of the 
Palestine Arab problem, after the Jews will have 
colonized sizeable parts of the country with the ac- 
cruing benefits to the present population of 300,- 
000, or approximately half the number of the 
Arab population in Palestine at the time when 
Great Britain took over the mandate. Over 40% 
of the inhabitants are Hindus, whose ancestors 
were brought over as laborers for the sugar plant- 
ations. About 40% are Negroes, descendants of 
slaves brought over in the eighteenth century. 
The rest are Portuguese, native Indians and a few 
English. Objections to Jewish settlement are al- 
ready being voiced by the native population. As in 
all countries of this type, the landlessness and pov- 
erty of the native population of British Guiana are 
proverbial. Hence it is no wonder that a section 
of the local press demands that no Jews be admit- 
ted until the problem of the landlessness of the 
natives is solved. 

But it is not merely the problem of the settled 
population that raises such doubts. The Negroes 
in that locality consider themselves as “‘blood rela- 
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tives” of the West Indian Negroes, another colon- 
ial, poverty-stricken and landless group. They 
therefore voice the demand that no area suitable 
for the settlement of West Indians should be open- 
ed to Jews. Propaganda by West Indians in the 
Harlem section of New York City has already 
commenced against the settlement of Jews in an 
area which this intensely nationalistic and race con- 
scious group considers to be its own proper do- 
main. It is not expected that the Portuguese pop- 
ulation, which is really an extension of Brazil, will 
look with favor on the introduction of an addition- 
al “foreign” element. Nor are the Hindus willing 
to view with equanimity this “Jewish invasion.” 
After the initial excitement of some of the popula- 
tion at the news that “American Jews are ready to 
invest $200,000,000 in Guiana,” opposition to the 
new and yet uninitiated settlement is growing. As 
colonization will increase, and if the Jews will suc- 
ceed in creating a prosperous community in the 
country, this jealousy is bound to increase. The 
Jews will be considered as intruders. In the 
struggle for economic and political positions, the 
attitude of the native population can be clearly 
foreseen. They will be aided by the ever increas- 
ing race consciousness of the Negroes, the growing 
power of Brazil and the strategic position of India 
in the British Empire. We need not venture to 
guess what the position of the British Cabinet will 
be under such circumstances in the light of the pre- 
sent occurrences in Palestine, a country to which 
the Jews have recognized historical rights and into 
which Jewish immigration was acknowledged to be 
a right and not a favor. 


The outlook for the British Guiana project is 
thus not a very cheerful one. Conceived in a 
moment of extreme despair, granted hesitatingly 
and grudgingly, suspected of merely being a pallia- 
tive to soothe world opinion still shocked because 
of the Palestine betrayal, rejected as an asylum for 
the Assyrians in 1935 and not overenthusiastically 
urged by its very promoters, the success of the pro- 
ject and its popularity among the Jewish masses 
are very much in doubt. If we do not reject this 
doubtful project outright, it is not because of any 
belief that it offers considerable possibilities in the 
near future or any faith in the intentions of the 
British government which controls the area, but 
because we feel that no one has a right today to re- 
ject any plan that may offer a group of refugees, 
no matter how small their number, the chance to 
build homes for themselves and their children. 


TOM-TOMS BEFORE DIES 


ese DIES Committee’s investigation of anti- 
Semitic activities revealed nothing new. The 
doings of George Deatherage of the White Came- 
lias, General Moseley and their ilk have been com- 
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mon knowledge for some time. The existence of 
avowed fascist groups which openly hanker for 
Jewish blood has been exposed repeatedly in the 
conservative as well as liberal press. Even the 
Saturday Evening Post has seen fit to take cogniz. 
ance of the situation in a comprehensive article en. 
titled “Star Spangled Fascists.” Furthermore, the 
fascist elements are not precisely averse to public. 
ity. They broadcast their obscenities by every 
available medium of the written and spoken word, 
The Dies Committee is a little less than Sherlock 
Holmes if its sole function will be to serve asa 
platform for the further dissemination of the most 
vicious kind of anti-Semitic propaganda. When 
Moseley was informed that his statement ‘‘expos. 
ing a Jewish World plot” would be excluded from 
the record, he asked ‘‘What about the press?” and 
was apparently reassured when he discovered that 
his efforts had not been in vain. The press was 
sending the tidings of a Jewish conspiracy against 
the government to all corners of the earth. Death. 
erage’s testimony about the Harmonie Club, the 
waiter, and the rest of the weird nonsense, was re- 
printed in toto by the Nazi press. The gibberish 
had propaganda value. A reader of headlines in 
even reputable publications would have assumed 
that the Dies Committee was engaged in in 
vestigating the Jews rather than fascist activities 
against Jews and democracy. Due to a lack of 
adroitness in the questioning, and the timid report- 
ing of such papers as even the New York Times, 
Moseley emerged as an accuser rather than as an 
object of investigation. 


This factor is perhaps the most significant ele- 
ment of the Dies Committee probings. Fascists 
are no longer on the defensive. The tom-toms are 
no longer being muffled. The last vestiges of 
shame have been dropped. Deatherage prophe- 
sies a “pogrom” in New York and promises that 
“one more defacing of a Catholic church in New 
York will mean 750,000 Irishmen on the ram- 
page.” Moseley is the gentleman who when ad- 
dressing the New York Board of Trade in the 
august halls of the Waldorf-Astoria, announced 
that when American “patriots” get going they 
would make “those massacres now recorded in his 
tory look like peaceful church parades.” He is 
the same gentleman who, amid cackles of his audi- 
ence, announced that his America would be cheer- 
ily unconcerned “if both New York and Washing- 
ton were burned down tonight.” He is the same 
retired general, drawing a Government pension, 
who proclaimed his allegiance to fascism in the 
seditious and unmistakable words: “The Fascists 
and Nazis in America have only one mission, as I 
understand them, and that is to see to it that the 
communists shall not take possession of the nation. 
In fact, the finest type of Americanism can breed 
under their protection.” 
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If the Dies Committee is in earnest it must be 
more wary of its procedure. It must not let itself 
be used merely as a super publicity agent for or- 
ganizations longing to offer their wares to a larger 
market. Its primary task should be to unmask the 
real purposes of the self-appointed saviors of the 
nation who appear before them. Lovers of the 
swastika should not merely be given a magnificent 
opportunity to wrap themselves in the flag and 
shout for all to hear that they are crusaders 
against communism and the natural opponents of 
“World Jewry” which plots the revolution. This 
identification of Jews and communists should not 
remain unchallenged. The Dies Committee should 
not let the Deatherages leave the witness stand un- 
til their exact fascist and nazi affiliations had been 
revealed. It should point out the treason and 
race-hate being sung to the tune of ‘‘America”’ so 
dearly that even headline writers would be forced 
to shift their emphasis. It should not hesitate to 
call in such pure souls as Father Coughlin, who has 
already hastened to declare that he is no anti-Sem- 
ite. It is the duty of the Dies Committee to make 
the whole unsavoury crew drop their camouflage 
of stars and stripes, and reveal their spots. 





THE PALESTINE PAVILION 


Wé* HOPE that a large percentage of the vis- 
itors to the World’s Fair will make it their 
business to visit the Palestine Pavilion. Here is to 
be found one of the most effective pleas for the 
Zionist cause outside of Palestine itself. Any Gen- 
tile, or non-Zionist Jew who sees the diarama 
showing what Jewish work has achieved in Pales- 
tine can hardly fail to be stirred. We have heard 
innumerable speeches about deserts blooming like 
the rose, and the draining of swamps, but the spec- 
tacle of Tel Aviv rising from sand dunes, of the 
green valley of the Emek dotted with collective 
farms, emerging from grey swamp, is more telling 
than the most soul-stirring eloquence. It is hard 
to believe that anyone seeing the Hebrew Univer- 
sity from which so much light has already gone out 
to the entire Orient—light in the form of conquest 
of disease, of knowledge—should not feel that the 
stoppage of Zionism would be a crime against the 
whole slumbering Near East as well as against the 
Jewish people. In the Palestine Pavilion, Zionism 
has a concrete demonstration of its essence which 
should be displayed before every possible 
spectator. 


A DOCUMENT OF BETRAYAL 


AN ANALYSIS OF THE "WHITE PAPER" 


 seeres IS no denying the ability of the authors 
of the ‘White Paper.”” Cleverly and diligent- 
ly, as befits people of great experience, they white- 
washed the unclean. The greatest betrayal per- 
petrated by the government of a civilized people in 
our generation has been formulated and explained 
with the artistry of experts at the game of trickery 
and pretended righteousness. Breaking a pledge 
is enveloped in a cloak of loyalty and the renuncia- 
tion of the mandate is made to appear as a logical 
conclusion springing from the terms of the man- 
date. The destruction of Jewish hopes is portray- 
ed as beneficial for the Jewish people and submis- 
sion to the terror of the Mufti’s gangs is inter- 
preted as a rebuke to the terrorists. 


The British government is sure of its power. It 
commands a tremendous majority in the greatest 
elected assembly in the world. At the service of 
its policies there stand the immense forces of the 
press, the bureaucracy and armaments. The vic- 
tim of this policy—the Jewish people—is compar- 
atively powerless and defenseless. It has no navy, 
army nor government. It does not even own a 


small area where it is its own master. It appears 
that those in power believe that one may do any- 
thing to such a defenseless people. 


But there is 


® by David Ben Gurion 


one thing which even the most powerful govern- 
ment cannot do to the Jewish people—deceive it 
with sweet words and false phrases. The betrayal 
of the “White Paper” should be exposed. If the 
Jewish people and the Jewish community in Pales- 
tine will so desire, they can put to naught the trea- 
sonable policies of the ‘White Paper.” 


The Conference in London 


The “White Paper” opens with a short exposi- 
tion concerning the London conference and the 
“full, free and frank discussion” between the Brit- 
ish ministers and the Jewish and Arab delegations. 
This story is not at all exact and may mislead those 
who were not present at the London conference. 
The discussion in London was neither frank nor 
free and was not intended to lead to agreement. 


The government took no serious or practical 
step to bring about an agreement. It merely 
sought to defeat one side—the Jews. The govern- 
ment attempted in all possible ways to influence, to 
coax, and sometimes also to frighten the Jews into 
accepting the demands of the Arabs. Constant 
and determined efforts were made to have the 
Jews renounce the promises and rights which were 
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granted to them in the Balfour declaration and in 
the Mandate. Nearly every day the Jews were 
asked by the government to agree to greater com- 
promises. The government was apparently cer- 
tain that it would be easy to defeat the Jews and 
its “proposals” became worse from day to day. 
At first parity was suggested as the basis for the 
constitutional regime in Palestine. Later parity 
was withdrawn and the status of a minority was 
offered to the Jews. In the beginning it was pro- 
posed that Jewish immigration should continue for 
ten years and that their number should reach 40% 
during this period. Later this was reduced to 
35% and finally to 33 1/3%. The negotiations 
with the Jewish delegation were at first conducted 
‘ on the basis of the Mandate. Afterward the Brit- 
ish proposed the renunciation of the Mandate and 
the establishment of a Palestinian state. Can such 
a constant and systematic retreat be characterized 
as an attempt to reach an agreement? 

As one of the members of the Jewish delegation 
I testify that the first paragraph of the “White 
Paper” gives a false and perverted impression of 
the London conference and that this false impres- 
sion was fostered with the express aim of mislead- 
ing Parliament as well as British and world public 
opinion. 


The National Home 


The “White Paper” lists the obligations assum- 
ed toward the Jews but omits four items: (1) rec- 
ognition of the Hebrew language as one of the 
three official languages in Palestine, (2) recogni- 
tion of the Jewish Agency as a body authorized to 
advise the Palestine government and to act to- 
gether with it in all matters pertaining to the estab- 
lishment of the National Home and the develop- 
ment of the country, (3) the historical bond of the 
Jewish people with Palestine and (4) the inter- 
national recognition of the grounds for the rees- 
tablishment of the Jewish National Home in 
Palestine. 

These omissions were not accidental nor did 
they arise out of a desire for brevity but as a result 
of a definite intention to repudiate these obligations 
and the policies that must be enforced as a result 
of them. 

In its attempt to “clarify” the concepts of a 
national home, the ““White Paper’’ ends up by do- 
ing away with it altogether. At first the paper es- 
tablishes that a national home does not imply a 
Jewish state; then they take the next step and de- 
cide that Palestine should be an Arab state. The 
self evident result is that a Jewish National Home 
implies a Jewish Ghetto in an Arab state. The 


“White Paper” naturally does not call a spade a 
spade. Instead of an Arab state, the country is to 
be transformed into a “‘Palestinian’’ state, but in 
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this state the Jews are condemned to remain not 
more than one third of the population and even 
this one third is to be deprived of full civil rights, 
Their rights to settle in the country will be lim. 
ited to a well defined pale to be decided on by the 
High Commissioner. The independent state—if 
the plans for independence will ever be carried out 
—in which the Arabs will have a two thirds major. 
ity, cannot but be an Arab state since Jewish im. 
migration is to cease even before independence is 
attained. 


“National Home,” according to the practical in. 
terpretation of the “White Paper,” implies half a 
million Jews without civil rights under Arab 
domination. 


The Palestine State 


Article 8 of the “White Paper” declares: “His 
Majesty’s government are unable at present to 
foresee the exact constitutional forms which the 
government in Palestine will eventually take, but 
their objective is self-government and they desire 
to see established ultimately an independent Pales. 
tine state. It should be a state in which the two 
peoples in Palestine, Arabs and Jews, share auth.’ 
ority in government in such a way that the essential 
interests of each are secured.” 

The authors of the ‘“‘White Paper” apparently 
forgot what they said in a previous clause concern. 
ing the danger to the peace of the country as a re- 
sult of vague expressions and of policies lacking in 
clarity. If lack of clarity is, according to the 
‘White Paper,” a fundamental cause of the unrest 
and the animosity of the Arabs toward the Jews, 
then it was to be assumed that in defining a new 
policy vague phrases would be avoided. But all the 
vagueness which the authors of this paper ascribe 
to the Balfour declaration and to the text of the 
mandate is clear as crystal when compared with 
the purposeful and intentional ambiguity of the 
new policy. 

Will an independent state really come into exist: 
ence? The “White Paper” outwardly answers 
this question in the affirmative: “The objective of 
His Majesty’s Government is establishment within 
ten years of an independent Palestine state in such 
treaty relations with the United Kingdom as will 
provide satisfactorily for the commercial and stra- 
tegic requirements of both countries in the future.” 
But a number of questions immediately arise. Just 
what will be considered a satisfactory provision 
for the commercial and strategic requirements of 
Great Britain? What will happen if these re- 
quirements will not coincide with an independent 
Palestine? Will independence be given up? 

A second question, when the independent state 
will be established, is apparently answered clearly 
—in ten years. Ten years are ten years and de- 
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finitely cannot be more than that. Lest anyone 
have any doubts on this score the end of Article X 
declares again that His Majesty’s Government will 
do everything within its power to create conditions 
that will make possible the establishment of an in- 
dependent Palestine in ten years. This repetition 
is in itself surprising and as one reads further 
grave doubts arise concerning the political arith- 
metic of the “White Paper.” The paper con- 
tinues: “If at the end of ten years it appears to 
His Majesty’s Government that contrary to their 
hope, circumstances require postponement of the 
establishment of an independent state, they will 
consult with the representatives of the people, the 
Council of the League of Nations and neighboring 
Arab states before deciding on such postpone- 
ment.” The Jewish Agency has, in the meantime, 
disappeared, without the ‘‘White Paper” inform- 
ing us of it or explaining this disappearance on the 
basis of its “faithful” interpretation of the man- 
date. Instead of the Jewish Agency as a repre- 
sentative of the entire Jewish people, there sud- 
denly appear Arab governments which have no 
status in Palestine—and all this is done “in good 
faith’ and in compliance with the obligations of 
the mandate. But neither the inhabitants of the 
country nor the League of Nations nor even the 
new partner—the neighboring Arab states—shall 
decide on such postponement. His Majesty’s gov- 
ernment reserves this right to itself. Isn’t this a 
wonderfully clear policy? 


In all this vague confusion it is hard to find an 
answer to another question: What has all this talk 
to do with institutions of self-government? The 
Heads of Departments will not be elected by the 
inhabitants of Palestine. They will represent no 
one. They will be appointed by the government— 
the High Commissioner or his assistants. They 
will be ‘‘aided” by British advisers and controlled 
by the High Commissioner. Where then is the 
self government during the transition period? 
The authors of the new policy have refrained 
from answering this question. But they did not do 
so through forgetfulness. The paper states: ‘H. 
M. Government makes no proposals at this stage 
regarding establishment of an elective legislature 

. should public opinion in Palestine hereafter 
show itself in favor of such a development, they 
will be prepared, provided that local conditions 
permit...” H.M. Government is thus not at all 
convinced that public opinion will favor an elective 
council and it assumes no obligations to establish 
one at any definite time. It only promises to ap- 
point Palestinian officials, as it did heretofore, ex- 
cept that these will be called “‘Heads of Depart- 
ments.” How then will the new regime differ from 
the present one from the point of view of self- 
government? 


Immigration 


If the chapter concerning the constitution is 
vague and may be interpreted in many ways, the 
chapter concerning immigration is clear and defin- 
ite beyond any doubts. It may be summarized in 
one sentence: during the coming five years Jewish 
immigration shall continue until it increases the 
Jewish population to a third of the total popula- 
tion. According to the calculations of the authors 
of the “White Paper” an additional immigration 
of about 75,000 persons shall be allowed. “After 
the period of five years no further Jewish immig- 
ration will be permitted unless the Arabs of Pales- 
tine are prepared to acquiesce in it.” 


According to the mandate, the government has 
to consult the Jewish Agency, but the. “White 
Paper” does not know of the existence of this rep- 
resentative of the Jewish people which is recog- 
nized in Article IV of the mandate. Instead, 
Arab representatives will be coopted to advise the 
High Commissioner. But the “White Paper” did 
not specify who would choose these representa- 
tives. According to the conception of self-govern- 
ment that pervades this document it may be as- 
sumed that the government will appoint these rep- 
resentatives, in the first years at least. The authors 
of the paper must have felt that the Jewish people 
will not acquiesce in this brutal decree and that in 
addition to the permissible immigrants there will 
be others coming into the country without the sanc- 
tion of the government. It therefore categorically 
declares: ‘““H. M. Government are determined to 
check illegal immigration . . .” 


Thus will the government of Great Britain ful- 
fill its obligations toward the Jewish people. But 
one must bear in mind that it is a generous govern- 
ment which will not overlook the Jewish plight. It 
therefore adds a free gift and announces that in 
addition to the annual quota during the five years, 
‘‘as a contribution toward the solution of the Jew- 
ish refugee problem, 25,000 refugees will be ad- 
mitted as soon as the High Commissioner is satis- 


ie...” 


The authors of the ‘White Paper” knew that 
the mandate obligated England to facilitate Jewish 
immigration and they therefore add that the man- 
date nowhere ruled as to the number of Jewish im- 
migrants that are to be permitted to enter. Com- 
mon sense would indicate that the mandate did not 
intend to limit Jewish immigration and that the 
government had no right to do so and was only in- 
structed to facilitate it i. e. that it would not fulfill 
its obligations merely by permitting immigration 
but that it had to take action to aid it. This is also 
clear from Article II of the mandate which in- 
structs the government to place the country under 
such political, administrative and economic condi- 
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tions as would assure the establishment of the 
Jewish National Home. 


In their attempt to find a more or less reason- 
able explanation for their stoppage of immigra- 
tion, they had to look for justification outside of 
the mandate. They therefore quote the white 
paper of Churchill that was issued in 1922, before 
the mandate was granted. But that document 
merely established that it was necessary to assure 
that immigrants shall not become a burden on the 
inhabitants of Palestine and that they should not 
deprive the existing inhabitants of their livelihood. 
This only limitation ever imposed on Jewish im- 
migration has been known as the principle of the 
economic absorptive capacity. The council of the 
League of Nations, at the request of the British 
government, ruled in 1930 that Jewish immigra- 
tion to Palestine shall be governed by this prin- 
ciple. In a letter of the Prime Minister to Dr. 
Weizmann in 1931 it was definitely stated that 
this principle shall be the only one according to 
which Jewish immigration shall be regulated. The 
authors of the “White Paper” could not ignore 
these documents but there is no limit to their 
ability to “interpret” them. They therefore de- 
clare that there is no hint that Jewish immigration 
must be facilitated forever. 


This tricky play on the concept of “eternity” 
has also been used in the chapter dealing with the 
future constitution of the country. But does not 
the principle of economic absorptive capacity an- 
swer the question of the endlessness of Jewish 
immigration? Or do the authors of this paper 
seriously believe that England will have the man- 
date over Palestine forever? 


They know very well that this is not the real 
reason and they therefore slowly introduce the 
political factor underlying the new policy. “Al- 
though it is not difficult to contend that a large 
number of the Jewish immigrants who have been 
admitted so far have been absorbed economically, 
the fear of the Arabs that this influx will con- 
tinue indefinitely until the Jewish population is in 
a position to dominate them has produced con- 
sequences which are extremely grave...” 


This argument was also voiced at the conference 
in London, but when the government was asked: 
“What about the Jewish fear of Arab domina- 
tion?” no answer was offered despite the declara- 
tion of the “White Paper” that the discussion was 
“full, free and frank’’. 


And how did Arab fear exhibit itself? Did 
they flee the country? No! The number of Arabs 
increased during the period of Jewish immigra- 
tion up to the economic capacity to an extent un- 
equalled in any of the Arab countries. Not only 
that, but Arabs from the nearby countries enjoy- 


ing “independence” where there is no danger of 
a Jewish National Home, left their lands and 
settled in Palestine. What, then, were the mani. 
festations of Arab fear? The “White Paper” 
answers this question: “the lamentable disturb. 
ances of the past three years. The methods em. 
ployed by Arab terrorists against fellow Arabs 
must also receive unqualified condemnation.” The 
authors of the paper deserve praise that at least 
in this matter they told the entire truth—that the 
terror was not directed solely against the Jews, 
but primarily against the other Arabs. But the 
authors of the paper should have asked them. 
selves: If the terror is a manifestation of Arab 
fear of the Jews, why was it applied against 
Arabs? Is it not more logical to find an answer to 
the practice of terror in the existence of a group 
which sought to dominate both Jews and Arabs in 
the country? Does not the British government 
know of the existence of forces outside of Pales. 
tine and outside of the Arab world—forces which 
are enemies of England no less than they are 
enemies of the Jews—that stand behind the pro- 
longed disturbances in Palestine? 


“The disturbances have given a serious setback 
to economic progress, depleted the Palestine 
exchequer, rendered life and property insecure...” 
wails the “White Paper”. But what a strange con 
clusion to draw from these facts. One might have 
expected that the logical conclusion would be to 
stamp out terror and to support the peace loving 
elements which are capable of developing the 
country and making life and property secure. 
Instead a prize was offered to the terrorists—the 
stoppage of Jewish immigration. 


Land Purchase 


The chapter dealing with land purchase is the 
shortest and contains only two articles. The 
chapter on immigration plunged a knife into the 
back of the Jewish people but the Jews of Pales- 
ine, at least, not as Jews, but as citizens of Pales 
tine, were not affected. The short chapter dealing 
with land purchase not only deprives the one land- 
less people in the world of the right to settle in 
its ‘National Home’; it also places the Jews 
already in Palestine in the position of citizens 
without civil rights; it stigmatizes them as un- 
desirables from whom the Arab citizens must be 
protected and rules that they should be hemmed 
in a definite area in the country and that even in 
this area their movements outside of the cities 


should be limited. 


The “White Paper” does not clearly indicate 
how this is to be achieved but from our conversa- 
tions in London we are well acquainted with the 
intentions of the government. In those conversa- 
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tions the government informed us that it intends 
to divide the country into three zones for purposes 
of land purchase. The first zone will be altogether 
barred to Jewish land purchase; in the second 
zone this right will be limited in accordance with 
the recommendations of the Peel and Woodhead 
commissions; in the third zone land transfers will 
be free. 


The proposal to establish a territorial Ghetto 
for the Jewish citizens of Palestine is motivated 
in the ‘‘White Paper” by a pretended concern of 
His Majesty’s government for the increasing Arab 
population and by an avowed desire to maintain 
the present standard of living of the Arab pea- 
sants. But is the standard of living of the Pales- 
tine Arabs lower than that of the Arabs in Trans- 
jordan where the prohibition against land trans- 
fers has been in effect for some time? Is it lower 
than that of Yemen, Iraq or even Egypt, countries 
which England invited to cooperate in the de- 
termination of the fate of Palestine? Do not the 
near eastern Arab countries contain vast stretches 
of land, abundantly sufficient for all the Arabs 
living today and for their descendants? Can the 
British government deny the just and humane 
words of the Mandates Commission that ‘one 
must bear in mind that the suffering of the Jews 
and Arabs may not be compared, since immense 


‘stretches of land in the near East, once the home 


of an extensive population and the birthplace of 
a brilliant culture, are open to the Arabs while the 
doors of the world are becoming ever more tightly 
shut to the settlement of Jews”. 


The Arab delegates in London certainly did 
not come there to make Zionist propaganda. 
Nevertheless they declared (Times, Feb 11, ‘39) 
that the cultivable area of Palestine is 7 million 
dunam while the entire area consists of 26 million 
dunam. From the declaration of the Arab dele- 
gation it thus appears that there are 19 million 
dunam of land in Palestine that are not cultivated 
by Arabs and are incapable of being cultivated 
by them. The Arabs may certainly speak for 
themselves, and when they declare that they can 
do nothing with three quarters of Palestine, they 
may be trusted. But the Jews have proved, and 
the government knows it, that land unfit to be 
cultivated by Arabs has been turned by them into 
fertile, flourishing farmland. 


Will the standard of living of the Arab peasants 
be raised if the land will remain in its present 
desolation and areas that cannot be used by Arab 
farmers will also be denied to Jews? 


These questions were addressed to the British 
government by the Jewish delegates to the London 
conference and no answer was obtained. The 
“White Paper” also does not answer them. 
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It is not economic concern for the Arabs but 
political opposition to the Jews that lies at the 
foundation of the new policy both so far as im- 
migration and land purchase are concerned. 


Jews and Arabs Betrayed 


The two chapters dealing with immigration and 
land are a decree of death to the growth of the 
Jewish National Home. This is actually the entire 
and clear content of the “White Paper’. If the 
Arab terrorists and their supporters wanted only 
this decree, then they have attained their wish. 
But if they had hoped for independence, this paper 
will disappoint their hopes. It is true that the 
chapter on the future constitution is full of declar- 
ations and promises of self-government and inde- 
pendence. But these are mere words lacking any 
clear compelling content. The Mufti’s prayer at- 
tained one half of its request: the mandatory gov- 
ernment surrendered and robbed the Jews of that 
which was promised to them according to the man- 
date and the Balfour declaration but it completely 
refrained from assuming clear obligations concern- 
ing independence. It only promised positions to 
individual Arabs who will gain the favor of 
England. 


The Balfour declaration expressed sympathy 
with Zionist Jewish aspirations. The ‘White 
Paper” declared war on these aspirations. 


The mandate was given to England to aid in 
the establishment of a Jewish National Home. 
The “White Paper” attempts to destroy it. 


The mandate recognized the historical bond 
between the Jewish people throughout the world 
and Palestine. The “White Paper” severs it. 


This betrayal is still not the approved policy 
of the English people. At present it is still a 
proposal of the government. The English people 
have not spoken yet. It is true that we live at 
a time when moral values have dropped on the 
political exchange. But it is a mistake to think 
that world conscience is completely atrophied. 
The very sanctimoniousness of the ‘‘White Paper” 
indicates that it is still necessary to “justify” and 
to explain the betrayal by moral and legal reasons 
before world and British public opinion. But 
conscience is now not easily aroused. It depends 
on the Jewish people, and the Jewish community 
in Palestine in particular, whether it will know 
how to oppose this treason with its entire strength, 
not with words but with deeds that will express 
its hopes and achievements, its honor and its suf- 
fering. (Jerusalem, May 18, 1939) 
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Jews Do Not Want War 


r IT true that Jews would like to see war de- 
clared on Germany? This question has been 
voiced on numerous occasions. It is cautiously 
whispered by certain groups in America aside 
from the professional demagogues and the paid 
agents who are of late appearing so frequently 
in this country with their insinuations concerning 
a “Jewish plot” to destroy the peace of the world. 
I have heard this question asked during my two 
recent visits in England. Now it comes to us 
from a distant country with hardly any Jews in it 
—from India. In a letter to the Jewish Frontier 
Mr. Chandrashanker Shukla, editor of Harijan, 
a paper that is looked upon as Gandhi’s personal 
organ, asks whether it is true that Jews would 
like to see a punitive expedition undertaken against 
Germany. He writes: “I am sending this letter 
by air mail in order to ask you a question which 
you are eminently fit to answer. There is an im- 
pression abroad that the Jews—or some section 
of them—would like democratic countries like 
England and America to go to war with Germany 
in order to punish her for her persecution of the 
Jews. Is this a correct impression? Has any sec- 
tion of the Jews, if not the whole race, made this 
kind of appeal and sought retribution? Jews have 
been known to give expression to this feeling, of 
course, but the question is whether they represent 
the bulk or even a small but influential section 
of the community. I shall be much obliged for a 
definite and detailed reply to this question.” 


I am not surprised that the fairy tale of Jewish 
war agitation has reached all the way to India. 
The mighty propaganda machine of the Nazi 
government knows no boundaries. It reaches out 
to the most remote corners of the Asiatic conti- 
nent. For some time there have already been in 
existence two Nazi agencies in India that provide 
the press with provoking and venomous interpre- 
tations. These are the Indo-German News Ex- 
change and the International Railways Informa- 
tion Bureau. It is also a known fact that quanti- 
ties of literature, correspondences from various 
countries, travel articles, “scientific” treatises and 
sport news are sent from Germany weekly, and 
that not all the papers receiving this free material 
are aware that they are presented with a gift of 
dynamite. Some of Hitler’s agents have even 
succeeded in worming their way into Indian 
academic institutions. At the last All-India Mos- 
lem Congress, which adopted a sharp resolution 
against Zionism, there was delivered, for the first 
time, an openly anti-Semitic address and the speak- 
er was none other than the professor of German 


® by Hayim Greenberg 


in the Aligarh Muslim University, who, shortly 
before that, had returned from Germany as a Mis. 
sionary of the Nazi ideal. This apostle of fascism 
represented Hitler as “the great friend’’ of Islam 
and his wife (an “Aryan” German) publishes a 
thoroughly Nazi paper Spirit of the Time. One 
would have to be naive to inquire who supports 
that paper. All its advertisements come from 
large German concerns, from Krupps, Siemens, 
A. E. G. A considerable portion of the German 
colony in India is organized in Nazi clubs; they 
have their own fuehrer and a German publication 
Der Deutsche in Indien. 


Wherein lies the force of a false accusation? 
Hitler long since presented humanity with his 
noble aphorism that in order to make a monstrous 
lie take effect it is only necessary to repeat it con- 
stantly, methodically and stubbornly until even 
honest men will begin to repeat it. The calumny 
of a Jewish conspiracy against world peace has 
apparently been repeated so often that even the 
editor of such a liberal and sincere paper as 
Harijan begins to ask himself: ‘“‘Who knows, 
perhaps it is true?” 

We do not take offense at the above mentioned 
letter. The centers of Jewish population are far 
removed from India and the intellectuals of that 
country have had no opportunity to come in con- 
tact with Jewish masses. Their concepts of Jew- 
ish life are necessarily vague. It is also diffcult 
to take offense at such a question since, even if all 
the Jews of the world would really wish that a 
war against Nazi Germany be declared, such a 
desire would be psychologically understandable. 
It is no accident that even such an absolute pacifist 
as Gandhi recently remarked (in the pages of 
Harijan, if I make no mistake): “If there ever 
could be justifiable war, in the name of and for 
humanity, a war against Germany, to prevent the 
wanton persecution of a whole race, would be 
completely justified.” In other words, if Gandhi 
were not, according to his ethical and religious 
convictions, an absolute opponent of war, he would 
at this time consider a war against Germany as 
necessary and permissible. How then can Jews be 
expected to feel toward the present regime in 
Germany? Why not expect that here and there 
Jews, who, like most Europeans and Americans 
are not pacifists in principle, should exclaim: 
“Better a war, a flood, an earthquake, rather 
than the inferno to which the Hitler regime has 
doomed its Jewish population.” 

We are an old people and our martyrdom al- 
ready lasts thousands of years. But never before 
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in our history have we been placed in the position 
forced upon us by the Nazis. Medieval European 
anti-Semitism, even the sadistic Jew-hatred of the 
Inquisition offered us a choice: adopt Christianity 
or be destroyed. The same principle was also 
practiced by Moslem fanatics. This was more a 
blind struggle against a heretical sect than against 
a race. The Jew who decided to become a 
Christian (or a Mohammedan) purchased his 
right to live at the cost of betraying his religion. 
Hundreds of thousands of people who were thus 
lost to the Jews spiritually, saved their own phy- 
sical existence. But Hitlerism is the first anti- 
Semitic movement in the world that does not leave 
us even this shameful alternative and denies our 
right to physical existence. No matter what our 
religion or behavior may be, irrespective of what 
social or economic functions we may fulfill, the 
Nazi philosophy still denies us the right to live. 
Our sin consists in having been born, and destruc- 
tion, in the literal sense of the word, is the only 
punishment that can atone for that sin. 


Until the advent of Hitlerism we had always 
thought that slavery was the worst possible de- 
gradation in human society. But he demonstrated 
that there are even lower rungs. For even a slave 
has some status and his owner has some obliga- 
tions toward him. If a slave works, obeys com- 
mands, does not steal or kill and does not insult 
others, he is granted the right to live, breathe, eat, 
be treated when he is sick and be protected. Hit- 
lerism denies us even this Pharaoh status. To use 
the terminology of India, we are denied the status 
of even the lowest of the untouchables. I have a 
good idea of the situation of the sixty million 
untouchables in India and I know that German 
Jews have grounds for envying even their lot. 
No one denies the untouchables the right to live 
and to perform certain types of work and thus 
to earn their meager bread and measured water. 
No one drags them from their beds at night to 
send them to concentration camps, where they 
may be tortured to death, and then mails to their 
families little boxes containing the ashes of their 
burned bodies. No one drivés them, at the point 
of the bayonet, across the borders of their step- 
motherland. 


But all of these things are daily inflicted on 
hundreds of thousands of Jews in Germany. 
Moreover, the Nazi government does everything 
within its power to prevent its tortured and humili- 
ated victims from finding a haven of refuge any- 
where else. Fifteenth century Spain did not pro- 
test against the admission of its exiles by Holland 
and Turkey. Czarist Russia did nothing to harm 
the interests of its Jewish subjects who settled 
in other countries. But the present German gov- 
ernment, through its well financed and widely 
ramified agencies in many countries, carries on 
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a venomous propaganda against the admission 
of the very same Jews that it had expelled. 


I wish to point out that no one would have the 
right to condemn the Jews even if, at this time, 
they would all wish that a war break out and end 
the regime in Germany, a regime which may not 
even be characterized as zoological, since that 
would be an insult to beasts and cattle. Ata time - 
when thousands of Jews commit suicide out of des- 
peration and inability to bear their humiliation any 
longer, at a time when German-Jewish refugee 
mothers kill their children and then themselves in 
moments of hysterical despair (several such cases 
recently occurred in the U.S. Yet Jewish mothers 
are proverbial for their devotion to their children 
and are sometimes even criticized for their excess 
of tenderness.), at a time when the captain of a 
German ship carrying about a thousand Jewish 
refugees to Cuba has to assign half of his crew 
to guard the passengers against collective suicide 
which they would gladly choose rather than return 
to Germany, at such a time there exists psycholo- 
gical justification for emotional outbursts of in- 
dividual Jews such as: “War against Hitlerism is 
the only way out.”” When arguing with candidates 
for suicide, or their immediate relatives, one must 
employ a different approach then when speaking 
with people in a normal state of mind. 


But no matter what individual Jews brought 
to the verge of hysteria may say, and even if 
there be a considerable number of Jews, who in 
moments of despair declare that even for the sake 
of the Jews alone, it would be just to have war 
declared on Germany, Jews in general, THE 


JEWS, DO NOT WANT WAR. 


Why should they want war? They know that 
war against Germany would mean at the same 
time a war against Italy and probably other coun- 
tries as well. They know that such a war cannot 
be localized and that its flames would soon enve- 
lop the entire world. They well remember the 
last war and its cost to humanity: more than 66 
million men in barracks and trenches, ten million 
killed, millions dead from epidemics resulting 
from the war. They remember that the last war 
left a heritage of five million widows, nine million 
orphans and more than ten million refugees. They 
also know the economic value of the 337 billion 
dollars that the war had cost. Every Jew is aware 
of the social implication of the words of Sher- 
wood Eddy: ‘While the financial outlay of a 
gangster killing averages about 100 dollars, it 
cost about 25,000 dollars to kill each soldier in 
the world war, and the war cost an average of 
500 dollars a shot by the big guns, the equivalent 
of 20,000 loaves of bread.” 


Despite the lack of statistical information, 
everyone knows (and Jews have grounds to know 
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it better than others) of the appaling number of 
rape cases during the war, for which the armies 
of both sides were equally responsible. Jews, no 
less than non-Jews, know of the great number of 
people that emerged from the war infected with 
venereal diseases and the still larger number of 
non-combatants to whom the diseases were trans- 
mitted. It is not difficult to foretell that a new 
world war would prove to be even more costly in 
life and wealth as a result of the “improvement” 
of the old weapons and the invention of new and 
even deadlier ones. If the last war caused the 
death of forty million people (nearly three times 
the entire number of Jews in the world) a war 
at this time may result in the death of one hundred 
million, in addition to the brutalizing effect it is 
certain to. have on all of humanity, even if the 
“democracies” should emerge victorious. 


Every sensible Jew understands these things 
and there does not exist another people in Europe 
or America that is more revolted by organized 
bloodshed than are the Jews. (Not in vain have 
Jews for centuries greeted each other with the 
word “Shalom’”—peace.) But aside from the 
aversion of Jews to war—which they hold to be 
a tragic necessity in which they sometimes have 
to participate—an aversion which they developed 
during the course of centuries despite their non- 
pacifist religion, no thoughtful Jew could now 
look forward to any practical positive results 
from war even from the point of view of purely 
Jewish interests. 


It is clear to everyone that in case a war breaks 
out, Jews will be the first to suffer. The hundreds 
of thousands of Jews still residing in Germany, 
Austria and what was once Czechoslovakia will 
be mercilessly slaughtered in a very short time. 
The Nazi government hinted at such an event- 
uality on numerous occasions and we are con- 
vinced that it is capable of carrying out its threat. 
The largest part of the Jewish people live in Rus- 
sia, Poland, Rumania and the U. S. Were a 
world war to break out (there can be no talk of 
any other kind of war and all these countries 
are mentioned when speaking of the “Jewish 
conspiracy” against peace), hundreds of thousands 
of young Jews would have to go to the battlefields 
to lay down their lives for the unpredictable re- 
sults that will emerge from the bloodiest catas- 
trophe the world has ever known. On more than 
one front Jews will face Jews and their patriotic 
duty will dictate to them to annihilate each other. 


What will come at the end of the war? We 
know the net result of the last one and there is 
little justification for hoping that after a new, 
more brutal and destructive conflict the results 
will be better. For historical reasons Jews may 
justly look with apprehension at every upsurge of 
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the war spirit, irrespective of what the slogans 
may be at the moment. Therefore, no matter how 
unbearable our situation may be today and how 
great our wrath against the Nazi regime—against 
the regime and not against Germany as such, not 
against the tens of millions of German men and 
women in whose great future we believe even to- 
day—a world war would only make that situation 
still more intolerable. 


It is highly doubtful whether a victory of the 
so-called democratic powers would in any way 
improve the prospects for the realization of our 
fondest historical hope—the establishment of the 
Jewish National Home in Palestine. Mere con- 
cern for a possible war already led the British 
government to a betrayal of Jewish interests, and 
the “‘White Paper” that it announced last month 
reflects a tendency in British policy which is ob- 
jectively anti-Jewish (although not subjectively 
anti-Semitic) and which will increase in intensity 
when a war is in progress. 


To what extent could Jews influence the gov- 
ernments and the peoples of the democratic coun- 
tries, even if they were to desire a war against 
Germany? Every objective observer knows that 
Jews are everywhere an unimportant and far from 
determining factor in such cardinal questions as 
war and peace. The few Jewish bankers and indi- 
viduals occupying important government positions 
are generally but little concerned with Jewish 
problems and are estranged from their people. 
They do not exert that influence which is ascribed 
to them by anti-Semitic demagogues. Statistically 
Jews are everywhere in a minority and their 
moods and opinions are reckoned with in pro- 
portion to their numerical strength. But what 
rational grounds would Jews have to utilize their 
relatively unimportant political weight in order to 
plunge the world and themselves into the abyss 
of a new slaughter? 


As Jews, as citizens of our respective countries 
and as human beings, we do not wish to see a new 
war break out. It is no accident that nowhere in 
the world has any organized Jewish group ex- 
pressed itself in favor of war. If I were to at- 
tempt to formulate the attitude of Jews in the 
present situation, I could find no better formula 
than that unanimously adopted at a recent session 
of the all-India National Congress: ‘The Con- 
gress dissociates itself entirely from the British 
foreign policy (and the foreign policy of some 
other governments) which consistently aided fa- 
scist powers and helped in the destruction of 
democratic countries.” This declaration does not 
imply that the Congress called upon England to 
declare war against Germany and other fascist 
countries. But it may be interpreted to mean that 
the highest representative body of the Indian 
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people recognizes that through an energetic and 
sincere foreign policy on the part of England 
(and such countries as France and America) it 
would have been possible to halt fascist expansion 
and destruction of democratic countries even 
without war. 


We are more concerned with halting a world 
war that is already in progress than with begin- 
ning one. Japan, Italy and Germany have long 
since begun the war. How else can one character- 
ize the fighting in China, the destruction of Ethi- 
opian independence, the annexation of Austria, 
the liquidation of Czechoslovakia and the occupa- 
tion of Albania? Sincere people in every land 
now ask: ‘How are we to prevent the spreading 
of a war already going on?” Such people are 
generally convinced that through the consolidation 
of the democratic f@rces in the world, through a 


Continue the Peaceful 


Speech delivered on May 27, 1939, to the 
members of the Jewish National Workers’ 
Alliance. 

NGLAND HAS, in part, ignored its sacred 

pledge. She gave her word then in a dire 

hour and she is acting now, too, in a dire hour. 

Remember, however, that in the life of a people, 
and especially in times of need, there can be only 
one source of security, namely: confidence in one’s 
own strength and steadfastness. We are justified 
indeed in this feeling of confidence. For, what the 
Jewish nation has achieved in Palestine through 
the self-sacrificing efforts of the pioneers and 
through the unselfish voluntary aid of Jews in 
other lands, bears witness to an extraordinary pro- 
ductive force. 

I remember vividly the time when the all-too- 
wise and all-too-cautious people among us were 
wont to say: “It is futile to invest energies and to 
attach hopes to this wasteland!” Today we find 
large sections of this wasteland converted into 
flourishing gardens, and close to a half-million of 
our brethren, including a considerable number of 
the former sceptics and opponents as well as their 
children, have found a new home in the old home- 
land. 

And now a word about England: Remember in 
the midst of your justified embitterment that Eng- 
land’s opponents are also our bitterest enemies, 
and that in spite of everything, the maintenance of 
England’s position is of utmost importance to us. 
Consider further that it is in the vital interest of 
the Arab world too, that England’s power should 
not be shattered by the hysterical lust for conquest 
of the totalitarian adventurers. This elementry 
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courageous policy and possibly also through the 
use of certain economic measures it may be pos- 
sible to paralyze the aggression of Germany and 
its political allies and to liquidate the threat to 
world peace and the democratic development of 
humanity. Jews are interested in such a consolida- 
tion of democratic forces. Many of them are 
ready to demand of their governments such a 
courageous and sincere foreign policy. Only such 
a policy of moral-political aggressiveness is cap- 
able of halting the military aggression of the fas- 
cist powers and saving the world from the fatal 
consequences to which war will lead. When the 
military aggression of the fascist countries, parti- 
cularly of Germany, will be broken, Nazi anti- 
Semitism will also begin to lose its force until it 
will vanish like an evil nightmare. For anti- 
Semitism in its Hitlerian version is the companion 
and the devilish instrument of Nazi aggression. 


Work 


fact must and will soon penetrate into the con- 
sciousness of the Arabs. 

We must strive, therefore, that in our ranks, 
reason should prevail over disappointment and em- 
bitterment. The Arabs have been led into their 
suicidal uprisings by terror and foreign agitation. 
But they, too, will after a while recognize the logic 
of facts, especially when we will have learned that 
our own future depends on our ability to arrive at 
a modus of honest cooperation with them. There 
could be no greater calamity than a permanent dis- 
cord between us and the Arab people. Despite the 
great wrong that has been done us, we must strive 
for a just and lasting compromise with the Arab 
people. In face of the common foe that confronts 
us both, this goal must be accessible. Let us recall 
that in former times no people lived in greater 
friendship with us than the ancestors of these same 


Arabs. 


On the other hand, let us not always fix our gaze 
on England and passively await the determination 
of our fate from there. Undaunted by the events 
of recent days, we must continue our peaceful 
work with redoubled effort. We know that the 
path of least resistance leads to ruin as surely as 
does the path of conquering force; but we are cer- 
tainly not in a position to persuade others of this 
truth. We can only stand firm and not lose cour- 
age for a single moment. 

This spirit of faith carried our forefathers 
through times of greatest distress, so that our pro- 
ductive force—unbroken through millenia—con- 
tributed to the enrichment of human culture. Let 
us be steadfast, so that future generations may be 
justified to say the same of us. 


®by Albert Einstein 
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HAMBERLAIN’S WHITE Paper, embody- 

ing the new British policy on Palestine, is a 
shattering blow to Jewish hopes and aspirations. 
Not only does it repudiate the premises of the Bal- 
four Declaration and the obligations of the Man- 
date, but it strives to close all possible loop holes 
by which its dictum condemning the Jews of Pales- 
tine to the status of a permanent minority, could 
ever be evaded. It is much more hostile, from the 
Jewish point of view, than any prior British pro- 
nouncement on Palestine—including Passfield’s in- 
famous White Paper of 1930. 

The worst feature of Chamberlain’s “White 
Paper”’ is the brutal thoroughness of its endeavor 
to stop the further development of the Jewish 
National Home. Contrary to most other British 
documents it does not even try to fool us. There 
is room for various interpretations of its provi- 
sions concerning the Arab rights and British inter- 
ests. There is, however, no ambiguity concerning 
the Jewish position in Palestine as envisaged by the 
“White Paper.” 

Take, for instance, the section of the ‘White 
Paper” dealing with Jewish immigration. Its re- 
striction of immigration to a maximum of 75,000 
in the next five years, with the understanding that 
further immigration must have the consent of the 
Arabs, is bad enough. The authors of the ‘‘White 
Paper” did not, however, stop at that. Greatly 
alarmed by the “danger’’ that the Jews might 
sometime in the future find a way to circumvent 
this fiat they added a provision restricting the total 
number of Jews in Palestine, for all times to 
come, to one third of its population. This provi- 
sion was included in the “White Paper” in spite of 
the fact that Jews already form about 32% of Pal- 
estine’s total population. The strict application of 
this provision might even jeopardize the admission 
of the 75,000 immigrants granted for the next five 
years. 

As an additional safeguard against Jewish re- 
sourcefulness, sharpened by extreme need, the 
“White Paper” contains a provision subtracting 
the number of “‘illegal’’ immigrants who may enter 
Palestine in spite of the vigilant surveillance of its 
shores, from the total number of immigrants al- 
lowed us for the five-year transition period. It en- 
ables the High Commissioner to use even this lim- 
ited immigration as a weapon to insure the good 
behavior of Palestinian Jewry. 

To add force to the blow directed at us by fixing 
the percentage of the Jewish population in Pales- 
tine at its present level, the ‘“‘White Paper” em- 


Did England Have to Issue the “White Paper”? 


® by A. Revusky 


powers the High’ Commissioner to prohibit the 
purchase of land by Jews. This is a senseless cru- 
elty devoid of any logical explanation. After the 
number of the Jews has been limited to one third 
of Palestine’s population they should in all fairness 
be allowed to acquire up to one third of its arable 
soil. At present the Jews of Palestine possess less 
than seven per cent of its total area and about 
11% of the land fit for cultivation. 


If after the establishment of the Arab domin- 
ated state, its Jewish minority, due to greater nat- 
ural increase of the Arabs or to Arab immigration 
from the neighboring states—which is not being 
prohibited by the White Paper—will sink below 
the 33% prescribed for it by the Chamberlain dic- 
tum, would an additional Jewish immigration, in 
such a case at least, be allowed, without the neces- 
sity of obtaining Arab consent, until the ratio of 
two to one is re-established? There is no mention 
of such an eventuality—which is very probable— 
in the ‘“‘White Paper.” It is a cynical, one-sided 
document written solely to please the Arabs, and 
without the slightest intention of safeguarding for 
the Jews even the subordinate position which 
Great Britain is charitably inclined to grant them 
in the promised land. 


Il. 


I do not suppose that the readers of JEWISH 
FRONTIER have been impressed by the clumsy at- 
tempt of the writers of the “White Paper’”’ to give 
it some semblance of legal justification. There is 
certainly a great difference between the “‘re-estab- 
lishment of Palestine, as the Jewish National 
Home”’ demanded by the Jewish leaders previous 
to the issuance of the Balfour declaration, and the 
much more nebulous text imposed on them by the 
British politicians of that time. Personally I al- 
ways believed that the acceptance of the elastic 
formula of ‘‘a National Home in Palestine” in- 
stead of the much clearer Jewish proposal was the 
greatest mistake ever made by the leaders of Zion- 
ism. ‘There was never the slightest doubt in my 
mind that the actual text of the Balfour Declara- 
tion, imposed on the Jewish negotiators by the 
stubborn persuasion of their crafty British 
‘friends,’ was from the beginning primarily moti- 
vated by a desire to have an easy opportunity to 
chisel on their pormises, and even to annul them, 
denying at the same time the accusation that they 
are arbitrarily breaking their solemn promises. 


However, the elastic promises of the Balfour 
Declaration became more binding by the clearer 
provisions of the Mandate. With all their faults, 
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the Balfour Declaration and the Mandate can be 
in no way reconciled with the new policy of the 
“White Paper” which would transform Palestine 
into an Arab countrolled state with a permanent 
Jewish minority artificially limited to one third of 
its total population. To designate such a grotes- 
que structure as a Jewish National Home is mock- 
ery. It is no wonder that the “legal” arguments 
used in the White Paper strike us as absurd. The 
most unscrupulous lawyer would hesitate to honor 
them by his signature. 


The only explanation of the ‘White Paper” 
which may make some impression on impartial 
minds is the purely political one. Great Britain 
simply could not fulfill its promises to the Jews be- 
cause of the fiery resistance of the Arabs. It had 
to break its word because of the “force majeur” of 
the Arab resistance allegedly endangered its whole 
position in the East. 


That this explanation is being reluctantly ac- 
cepted even in some Jewish circles is a regrettable 
proof of a wide-spread ignorance concerning the 
actual state of Palestinian affairs. If the last three 
years of the Arab terror have proved anything it is 
the weakness of the Arab extremists and the lack 
of real support received by them from the Arab 
masses. 


During three years of organized violence, un- 
doubtedly incited and subsidized by Fascist Italy 
and greatly encouraged by the biased attitude of 
the local courts and the hesitating policy of the 
British administration, the “rebels” were not able 
to occupy, even temporarily, a single Jewish vil- 
lage. They even proved unable to prevent the es- 
tablishment of 38 new Jewish settlements. At the 
end of the three bloody years, the Arab “rebel- 
lion” could be maintained—on a gradually dimin- 
ishing scale—only by brutally terrorizing the Arab 
population of Palestine whose overwhelming maj- 
ority is opposed to the extremists or, at least, re- 
fuses to lend them any material assistance. Had 
the guerrila bands, organized by the exiled Mufti, 
had the actual support of the Arab masses, they 
would not have been forced to resort to wholesale 
killings of their own people. According to official 
figures, the number of Arabs killed by the bullets 
of their “‘own”’ terrorists, exceeded during the last 
year of the “‘rebellion” the number of their Jewish 
victims. ; 


It may sound paradoxical, but as a matter of 
fact, even the material losses inflicted on the Arab 
population of Palestine during the three years of 
the organized terror, are much greater than those 
suffered by the Jews. Due to the severance of 
their economic relations with the Jews, and to the 
cruel extortions by the roving guerilla bands, the 
Arabs of Palestine lost many of the gains pre- 
viously derived from Jewish immigration and were 
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thrown into a state of great misery and abject pov- 
erty. The suffering of the peaceful Arab popu- 
lation gradually increased its resistance to the ter- 
rorist campaign of the extremists and during 
recent months this resistance became an important 
factor in the Palestine situation. Under such cir- 
cumstances, the assertion of the “White Paper” 
that unless the Arab demands are met, Palestine 
would be confronted with the prospect of endless 
terrorism on a large scale, is absurd. Most people 
intimately acquainted with Palestine are fairly con- 
vinced that if the Mandatory Power, instead of 
aggravating the situation by untimely changes 
would limit its efforts to the maintenance of law 
and order on the basis of the political status quo, 
Palestine would enjoy from now on a period of 
relative tranquility and growing prosperity. It 
would take at least several years until a consider- 
able number of the Palestinian Arabs, exasperated 
and bled white by the three years of the terror, 
would again heed the call of their extremists for 
violence. 


In other words, there is no ‘‘force majeur’’ com- 
pelling Great Britain to break its promises to the 
Jewish people. At least, there is no such “force 
majeur’’ in Palestine proper. 


III. 

A little more plausible is the reference of the 
‘White Paper’’ to the neighboring states whose re- 
lations with Great Britain might be affected by the 
continuance of the political strife in Palestine. 
There is no doubt, however, that even this factor 
is being deliberately exaggerated by the experts of 
the Colonial Office for motives of their own. On 
the one hand, the interests of the Arab kingdoms 
of the East in the Palestine embroglio were largely 
stimulated by Great Britain who invited them to 
the Round Table Conference in London without 
any definite request on their part. This participa- 
tion, devoid of any legal basis, put some of the 
leaders of the neighboring Arab states in an awk- 
ward position. Fundamentally inclined to cooper- 
ation with the Jews these moderate Arabs were 
artificially coupled with the Mufti people, who, 
largely dependent on the support of Fascist Italy, 
must at all costs stir the flames of the Palestine 
“rebellion.” These moderates cannot express 
their genuine opinions for fear of nationalist 
demagogy, and still more, of assassination. 


Naturally, even these moderates would prefer 
to see Palestine dominated by the Arabs rather 
than by Jews. They are, however, well aware 
how unrealistic is the bogey of Arab enslavement 
by Jews, and they do not relish the prospect of 
Palestine, a relatively small and unimportant coun- 
try, becoming the dominant Arab issue thus blind- 
ing the Arab countries of the Near East to the 
much more real danger of Italian aggression. 
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This apprehension is particularly shared by the 
leaders of Egypt, the key country of the Arab 
East. The Egyptians, whose country is hedged on 
both sides by Italian possessions, Lybia and Ethi- 
opia, cannot be fooled by Mussolini’s cheap per- 
formance as the “Defender of Islam.” They can- 
not forget for a moment the horrible fate of the 
Arabs in the neighboring Lybia who during the 25 
years of the Italian rule were reduced from 
1,100,000 to 650,000. 


In the face of this real danger, the British 
statesmen, if true to their obligations, could reach 
a practical. understanding between Jews and Arabs 
without breaking the Jewish hopes for a National 
Home. But this was never the British intention. 
Certain politicians in London were probably hon- 
est in their profession of sympathy for Zionism. 
But the permanent officials of the Colonial Office, 
who are the real rulers of the great Empire, con- 
sidered the Balfour Declaration as a light-hearted 
war promise which should be gotten rid of as soon 
as possible. Their reluctance to fulfill England’s 
Mandatory obligations towards the Jews ante- 
dates the present Arab unrest. The truth is that 
the Arab movement, however strong or weak, was 
for a long time considered a welcome pretext for 
chiseling the undesirable promises and, finally, for 
annuling them. 


If that had not been the case, Great Britain 
would at least have honestly fulfilled its promises 
to the Jews during the first fifteen years of its rule 
over Palestine, when the Nazi-Fascist menace did 
not yet exist, and the Arab movement could not 
therefore be considered a threatening phenomenon 
from the British Imperial point of view. As a 
matter of fact, British dislike of Zionism was 
clearly revealed at a time when the Arab move- 
ment was much weaker than now, and nobody 
dreamed yet of a Fascist menace to the British 
position in the Mediterranean. Even then the 
Mandatory Power tried to slow down the Jewish 
building activities in Palestine by various means 
and tricks. The absorptive capacity of the coun- 
try was arbitrarily estimated much lower than its 
actual extent. Jewish land purchases were delib- 
erately hindered by reactionary tax-legislation, by 
dragging out indefinitely the surveying of land and 
by encouraging exaggerated claims against Jewish 
land owners. The industrial development of the 
country was made more difficult by lack of tariff 
protection and by a mischievous interpretation of 
Paragraph 18 of the Mandate promising trade 
equality to outside nations. The promising citrus 
industry was greatly harmed by a severe tariff im- 
posed on its products in Great Britain. Taxes, 





mainly derived from Jews, were mostly used for 
Arab needs at the time when Jews were forced to 
maintain their own schools and hospitals by Zionist 
donations from abroad, thus draining the funds 
available for colonization work. In direct contra- 
diction to the Mandate, no state lands were given 
to the Jews, while the most valuable tracts, the 
Beisan Valley, was hastily distributed among Arab 
claimants, many of whom never cultivated its soil 
neither before nor after the distribution. 


These facts are sufficient proof that the Arab 
resistance to Jewish colonization, officially desig- 
nated as the reason for the present ‘White 
Paper,” is not its primary cause. It is a pheno- 
menon originally stimulated by the British rulers 
of Palestine to disguise their real intentions and 
motives. 


We must therefore reject the attempt of the 
British to convince the world that they were unex- 
pectedly overwhelmed by the Arab movement in 
the midst of an honest effort to fulfill their obliga- 
tions under the Mandate. Such an effort was 
never made. All the government machinery in 
Palestine was used from the very beginning of the 
British rule to delay and sabotage the upbuilding 
of the Jewish Home. 


Naturally, even a Frankenstein, artificially cre- 
ated for a certain purpose, may after a prolonged 
existence cease to be an obedient tool in the hands 
of his master. To some extent this applies now to 
the Arab movement, whose extremist fringe ac- 
quired new friends and protectors, and became less 
dependent on Great Britain. But the record of its 
achievements in Palestine is not impressive. The 
experience of the last three years when the Jews in 
Palestine held and even enlarged all their positions 
in spite of the continuous Arab terror, supports 
the Jewish contention that Great Britain does not 
need any special efforts to maintain law and order 
in Palestine. All she needs is more good will and 
more readiness honestly to fulfill her solemn obli- 
gations to the Jewish people. Provided such good 
will is more apparent, a friendly Jewish-Arab un- 
derstanding, based on the mutual interests of 
both peoples, would not offer insurmountable 
obstacles. 


There is no “force majeur’ justifying the issu- 
ance of the White Paper. The difficulties con- 
fronting the Jewish upbuilding of Palestine were 
in the last analysis created by the British them- 
selves; they could even now easily cope with the 
situation, avoiding by that the prospect of adding 
Great Britain to the growing list of the countries 
whose solemn promises are merely “scraps of 


paper.” 


JEWISH FRONTIER 





Ju 


X 


the 
men 
nou! 
repu 
Stat 
date 
prov 
el 
shall 
mad 
unle: 
to by 
T 


Balf. 
man 
man 
Gove 
Jewi 

In 
tenti 
Hou: 
know 
“The 
estab 
the J 

La 
Gove 
cara 
and « 
7 of 
Grea 
the F 


MY 


My s 
The ¢ 
My Si 
He st 
My si 
He g 


Shall 
“Dim 


‘ 
Shall 
“Clos 
Shall 
“Let « 


Work 
What 





i 
b 
te 


rs 


id 








June, 1939 





CONGRESSMEN PROTEST "WHITE PAPER" 


WW THE undersigned members of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, desire to call to 
the attention of the House and the State Depart- 
ment a declaration of the British Government an- 
nounced last Wednesday, May 17, which is a clear 
repudiation of the convention between the United 
States and Great Britain with respect to Palestine, 
dated December 3, 1924. Article 7 of that treaty 
provides : 

“Nothing contained in the present convention 
shall be affected by any modification which may be 


_ made in the terms of the mandate as recited above 


unless such modifications shall have been assented 
to by the United States.” 

The convention contains as a part thereof the 
Balfour declaration and the League of Nations 
mandate. Both the Balfour declaration and the 
mandate recite the solemn pledges of the British 
Government ‘“‘to facilitate the establishment of a 
Jewish national home in Palestine.” 

In this connection we further call to your at- 
tention the joint resolution of the Senate and the 
House, passed unanimously on June 30, 1922, 
known as the Lodge-Fish resolution, which recites, 
“That the United States of America favors the 
establishment in Palestine of a national home for 
the Jewish people.” 

Last Wednesday’s declaration of the British 
Government is a repudiation of the Balfour de- 
claration, the mandate of the League of Nations, 
and of direct concern to us, a violation of article 
7 of the treaty between the United States and 
Great Britain, in that the contemplated action of 
the British Government proposes to restrict fur- 


ther immigration of Jews into Palestine and to 
reduce the Jewish people in Palestine to a perma- 
nent minority status. On neither of these matters 
has our Government been consulted, as required 
by the treaty. 

We desire to point out to the Members of the 
House and to call to the attention of the State 
Department that Americans have invested over 
$100,000,000 in Palestine, relying upon the treaty 
between Great Britain and our Government and 
upon which treaty they had a right to rely. It is 
the duty of the American Government to protect 
these rights by proper protest and to see to it 
that the treaty is carried out in good faith. 

As members of the Foreign Affairs Committee 
we respectfully request the State Department to 
advise the British Government that the contem- 
plated action, if carried out, will be regarded as 
a violation of the British-American Convention 
and will be viewed with disfavor by the American 
people. 

Sol Bloom, New York; Luther A. John- 
son, Texas; John Kee, West Virginia; 
James P. Richards, South Carolina; 
James A. Shanley, Connecticut; Ed. V. 
Izac, California; Robert G. Allen, 
‘Pennsylvania; W. O. Burgin, North 
Carolina; Hamilton Fish, New York; 
George Holden Tinkham, Massa- 
chusetts; Edith Nourse Rogers, Massa- 
chusetts; Bruce Barton, New York; 
Robert J. Corbett, Pennsylvania; John 
M. Vorys, Ohio; Andrew C. Schiffler, 
West Virginia. 








MY SON WHO IS A JEW 


My son is dark: 

The gang on the corner can spot him at a glance. 
My son is bright : 

He studies late for marks and knowledge. 

My son has seen a vision: 

He goes to meetings and marches in parades. 


Shall I say to my son, 
“Dim your eyes, and your hair, and your 
gladness”? 


Shall I say to my son, 


“Close that book” ? 
Shall I say to my son 
“Let others carry the banner” ? 


World! 
What of my son? 


PROTEST MEETING 


Remembering grim hands—fists, palms, arms— 
I said, “I will not raise my hand 
Not here, where cameras grind.” 
Remembering vows broken, 

I said, ‘‘I will make no vow, 

Not here, not anywhere.” 

Then the chant called: 

“If I forget thee, O Jerusalem,” 
And my hand rose, 

Stronger than I; 

And someone greater than I 
Swore with my voice 

Amid the other voices. 


Oh, the centuries that lifted my hand, 
All the hands! 


Marie SYRKIN 
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JEWISH FRONTIER 


Ernst Toller’s Last Hour 


RNST TOLLER died in silence. A man who 

all his life wrote, spoke and raised alarms, 
went unto his death without any longer feeling the 
urge to leave a word behind him. What he had to 
say was inscribed on his face, and no one who saw 
it in the coffin for the last time will ever forget it. 
That face expressed suffering, grief and loneliness. 


This phenomenon of an author being unable to 
bring himself to write a letter in the last hour be- 
fore committing suicide, is symbolic of our 
times. The pathos which was the essential form of 
expression of the living Ernst Toller, failed com- 
pletely in the most pathetic moment of his life, in 
that dark moment when his yearning for 
death became irresistible. There was not a single 
one of those great and beautiful words on which 
Ernst Toller spent a lifetime of earnest endeavor. 
He passed away quietly, tired and with closed lips. 
This passing without a gesture will forever silence 
the accusation that has often been leveled against 
Toller, the writer, namely, that his passionate in- 
dictment was a mannerism and a gesture. In his 
quiet death, Ernst Toller has sanctioned unto 
posterity the sincere individual truth of every 
word that he has written in the short span of 
his life. 

He was not driven to death by hunger nor by the 
fear of hunger. Ernst Toller was one of the few 
German emigrant writers who could sustain them- 
selves by their work in the milieu of a foreign 
language. Nor was he killed by the other malicious 
affliction of the emigrants—the chase after a pass- 
port. Toller had an asylum in America and he 
could move about in the world comparatively 
freely. No one knows the direct motive of his 
suicide, and since he himself did not want to say 
anything about it, nobody has the right to speak 
for him. However, the immediate causes of a 
human catastrophe are never of great importance. 
The definition of tragedy requires that its de- 
nouement shall be necessary and _ inescapable 
as a result of very intricate entanglements. There 
are four biographical facts in Ernst Toller’s life 
that explain his death. He was born in 1893, he 
was a German writer, he was a Jew, and he was a 
radical Socialist. When mixed together under a 
certain pressure these four elements make up a 
compound which is fatal. 

i 


The year of his birth, 1893, was early enough 
to allow him to imbibe the atmosphere of the 19th 
century, and it was late enough for him to lose 
that atmosphere in the 20th century. The student 
who joined the filthy adventure of the World 


® by Willi Schlamm 


War, was brought up on the cultural precepts 
of the 19th century. He was optimistic and be. 
lieved in progress; he was sentimental and at the 
same time rationalistic. The last generation of 
the 19th century confessed a definite historical 
view of the general, the normal state of human 
affairs. It did not doubt that man was good, that 
all the riddles of the world had been solved, and 
that it was only a question of establishing an 
adequate political order. That generation rebelled 
against the war, because it was bloody and vicious, 
Yet the war did not shatter the truth of its world 
outlook, for it was able to fit into its unsophisti- 
cated system of thought without difficulty. It was 
simply a case of a few capitalist scoundrels who 
banded together and set the valiant, good and 
innocent peoples against each other in order to 
make heavy profits from the soaring production 
of bombs and shells. Was there any dark abyss in 
man’s consciousness? Was there an unfathomed 
desire of man to escape the tedious hurdles of 
civilization? Was there some wicked urge in 
man to torture and kill his fellow men? The 
world picture of that generation did not contain 
such dark spots. It was a lucid world picture, 
beautifully arranged in clear bright colors. Those 
who divined it differently, were not representat- 
tive of that generation. It opposed and rebelled, 
but it always reasoned. When a young man of 
that generation wrote a lyric poem, as Ernst 
Toller did, its contents—though not necessarily 
the form of expression—were always simple and 
non problematic. And when one wrote dramas, 
as Toller did, he portrayed the great majority 
of good people who unequivocally desired the 
good, as against a small group of degenerates who 
were the villains. .The maximum of pessimism 
that a successful dramatist of that generation, 
who was artistically honest, could portray was to 
concede to the few villains an occasional victory 
over the many good people. But that had the ob- 
vious moral that it was only a brief pause in the 
course of constant progress. The fact that the 
close of the 19th century also produced Strindberg 
and Wedekind was far less characteristic of that 
period than the fact of the highly formal influence 
those two men exerted on the younger generation 
and its poets. 


In very few countries were people so well read 
as in pre-Hitler Germany, but neither was there 
another country besides Germany whose writers 
were such grotesque figures. In the case of many 
other nations, the ability of a person to engage 
in spiritual matters was always a basis for pat- 
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ticipation in the social and political life of the 
people. A French statesman pursued his career 
even when he wrote a bad book; a German, on 
the other hand, who had written one or even 
more good books was automatically under an 
obligation to withdraw from all politics. For even 
at the time when they read books and therefore 
were not yet Nazis, the German people regarded 
its writers more or less as amusing, queer fellows. 
Through its famous sense for system and order, 
the German people differentiated between men 
who think and those who act. One who had the 
courage to admit having thoughts by the cumber- 
some virtue of a book, had nothing to look for 
in the field of action, that is, in politics. For in 
Germany order must prevail. The appellation 
“literary man” is regarded as an insult in Germany 
and the name “poet” is applied to a person whose 
childish activity is looked upon with indulgence. 
Only in Germany (and in Austria) was it possible 
to jeopardize hopelessly the position of a person 
in a political assembly by throwing at him the 
horrible accusation that he is a “writer of books.” 
There is also no other language in which the 
word “idealist” has that peculiar sneering flavor 
which it possesses in the jargon of German public 
life. It has happened, indeed, that women readers 
fell in love with German writers, that students 
collected their autographs, and that people with 
“respectable” professions introduced some “hon- 
ored poet” to their guests after cognac. In 
their so-called “leisure hours”, when according to 
plan they retired from “practical” life, the Ger- 
mans spent their time in very picturesque libraries. 
Yet, order had to be maintained. The writer ex- 
ists either for pleasure or for the “higher things” 
—the “man of action’’ exists for everything else. 
A writer whose conscience and temperament urged 
him toward politics was as ridiculous in Germany 
as a politician who wrote a book. Only one Ger- 
man succeeded in publishing a book and yet being 
taken seriously, politically, by the German people 
—that was Adolf Hitler. However, without the 
slightest intention of being ironical, I venture to 
express my suspicion that this start may yet ruin 
even Hitler. And I have reason for such a sus- 
picion. While in Prague, I knew a Nazi student 
in the German University of that city who asserted 
with disdainful complaisance: “Naturally I have 
not read Mein Kampf.” Perhaps a few more 
victories in the field of foreign policy will make 
the German forget that Hitler once wrote a book. 
Yet even he is in constant danger of being sus- 
pected by the younger Nazi generation as an 
“intellectual” and a ‘‘writer of books.” 


Everything in nature has its causal connections 
and it goes without saying that the consistency 
with which spirit and politics remained separated 
from each other in Germany could be interpreted 
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on the basis of historical, economic and various 
other rational grounds. However, while these 
grounds may perhaps explain the fact, they cer- 
tainly cannot abolish it or even weaken its potency. 
It is undeniable and it accompanies the German 
even in his wanderings. It is true that thinking 
and formulating are the only forms of political 
activity that are possible under conditions of 
emigration. But even in this atmosphere the Ger- 
man writer who tries to think of politics in his own 
terms, instead of obeying the slogans of the van- 
ishing party apparatus, makes himself impossible. 
I spoke of this spiritual misery with Ernst Toller 
four weeks before his death. He said that the 
political impotence of a German writer was un- 
worthy and painful. And what a torture that 
must have been to a German writer who was also 
a Jew! 


Ernst Toller, whose family had lived in Ger- 
many longer than the families of the Herrn 
Hitler, Darre, Henlein and Rosenberg combined, 
had never made an attempt to escape the fact 
that he was a Jew. He did not doubt the possibil- 
ity of Jewish assimilation, because his own family 
was successful at it for generations. Only within 
this last generation of assimilated German Jewry 
did Toller notice that assimilation, even at its best, 
could not yet succeed altogether. That he, a Ger- 
man poet, was subject to the common objective 
destiny of the Jews, Toller undoubtedly conceived 
as an additional complication of his already com- 
plicated existence. However, he was spiritually 
too honest to search an easy and primitive way 
out of the reality of the Jewish problem. He took 
this matter more seriously than many of his Ger- 
man Jewish comrades among contemporary emi- 
grant writers. Ernst Toller belonged entirely to 
the realm of German culture and of the German 
struggle for liberation. He did not put himself 
into it, but was organically integrated with it. He 
therefore lacked all the conditioning that would 
make him a national Jew. 


Zionists, too, no longer doubt that a German 
Jew may follow his Jewish destiny in earnest with- 
out becoming a Zionist. The existence of the Eu- 
ropean Jew and his problems are much too com- 
plicated to be capable of solution by a single, 
guaranteed and true recipe. Toller, who did not 
become a Zionist, conceived of a multiplicity of 
possible ways. He followed the Palestinian ex- 
periment with live sympathy, and he did every- 
thing he could to help the brave young people in 
Palestine. , 


Nevertheless, the fact that Toller was honest 
in his recognition of the most complicated dif- 
ficulties of his spiritual life, did not make it easier 
for him. This child of the 19th century, German 
writer and Jew, was not spared the final grief 
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that a contemporary may experience—turning 
with faith to radical Socialism and then having 
to witness the inner breakdown of Socialism. 

A couple of hundred people took leave from 
Ernst Toller in New York, fifteen feet above 
the noise of Broadway. It was apparently un- 
avoidable that two or three officials of associa- 
tions of German literary emigres should read the 
texts that they seem to have ready for such occa- 
sions. They spoke of the banner that would be 
carried on after the man had fallen; they men- 
tioned the legions of brave fighters and other al- 
legories. In addition, Toller was given to un- 
derstand, while lying in the open coffin, that his 
suicide was a great political error. In general 
it was said that nothing of great consequence had 
happened and that the instigator of the misfor- 
tune, Hitler, would receive his retribution at the 
hands of the united revolutionaries, such as the 
speakers, for example. Then Sinclair Lewis 
spoke. This real poet and real American uttered 
a few human sentences and he restored the 
dignity of a house in mourning. Simply, he spoke 
the truth. He spoke not to the deceased, who 
had no more interest in it, but to the living who 
sought to escape it even then. He said that his 
friend Toller departed because his nerves were 
more refined and not coarser than the nerves of 
those who were present. He said that his friend 
Toller had died not only because of Hitler’s 
Germany, but also on account of the vileness of 
some “Democracies” and of Stalin’s Russia. In- 
deed, Sinclair Lewis spoke the truth at the coffin 
of Ernst Toller. 


Toller was very earnest about the stirring 
words that he himself wrote concerning freedom, 
peace and brotherhood. He was so much in earn- 
est about Socialism that in the end he resigned 
from all the existing Socialist parties. This man 
did not have the least capacity for cynicism, and 
fortunately he knew nothing of ‘‘Realpolitic.”” But 
without these prerequisites a Socialist has a hard 
time, nowadays, in finding a warm corner in one 
of the officially registered “weltanschauungen.” 


Toller portrays in his last drama the conflict 
between a religious person and this world.of ours, 
and I believe that he was driven to it by an in- 
ner need and not by any literary scheme. The 
road from “Masse Mensch” to “Pastor Hull” 
was the political path of sorrow of a political poet 
who took every step with earnestness and honesty. 
When he put his trust in the Bolshevik revolution, 
he conceived of more than Stalin later fulfilled. 
When Toller agitated throughout the world for 
the cause of Madrid and Barcelona, with a flam- 
ing zeal that is characteristic of his kind, it was 
impossible for him to doubt the absolute, complete 
and translucent goodness of that cause. But after 
the splendor of the Bolshevik revolution came 


Stalin, and after the fall of Barcelona, one could 
not help noticing the unclean hands that played a 
part therein. What became of the longing for 
freedom, the humanitarian solidarity, the liberat. 
ing dream of Socialism? Ernst Toller, who had 
never shirked any difficulties in life, was deeply 
shaken when he saw one moral value after another 
decay and crumble not only in the enemy’s camp, 
but in the world of his own belief. None of the 
old principles remained in place; everything sud. 
denly turned into falsehood. On the ruins of 
such a cataclysm, the scholar, the ideologist, the 
politician, might make a_ strenuous effort 
to build a new edifice; but the poet, whose creative 
power was nourished by a naive faith in an un. 
shakeable system of values, was shattered together 
with his world view. 

Toller’s revolutionary dramas were genuine, al. 
though they were acclaimed also by the snobs— 
something that makes us wary of revolutionary 
dramas. They were subjectively genuine. When 
their moral and philosophical foundation fell 
apart, when in 1939 it became evident that man 
was not good, that the masses of people were not 
wise and revolutionary, the revolution was not 
the glorious new world, Germany was not the land 
of poets and thinkers, Russia was not the land of 
human solidarity and love, progress was not in 
vincible and the world was not brave, then Ernst 
Toller saw that black was actually black but 
white was not all white. 

Suicide is not necessarily the result of such a 
realization. But at the same time it cannot be 
subjected to literary or political criticism. Nobody 
has any criticism to level against Toller’s ‘decision. 
He solved the multifarious problem of his life in 
his own manner. He himself knew very well 
that his death would not set an example; that is 
why he departed in silence, without a formula and 
without a greeting. One who has a similar destiny 
and yet remains among the living, has not proved 
by that fact alone’ that he is the wiser and the 
stronger. We all owe this proof. And some day 


it will be demanded of us. ; 
Translated by Alexander S. Kohanski 
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The New British Imperialism 


HE ENGLISH Government defends its pol- 

icy on Palestine with the explanation that 
England today is no longer able to follow the lofty 
principles of idealism and that it must consider 
only its own interests. Strangely enough, the Eng- 
lish ministers make themselves appear much worse 
than they really are. They admit that they betray 
the Jews in the interests of their empire. They 
confess that they are ardent and ruthless imperial- 
ists. But Neville Chamberlain, Halifax, and Mac 
Donald are nothing of the kind. Their policy is 
not a pro-English, but a pro-fascist policy. They 
are fighting not for the interests of England but 
for the international solidarity of the upper 
classes. 

It is a fact that all the great and active imperial- 
ists of the British past were energetic friends of 
the Jews. Disraeli, the founder of modern British 
imperialism, often declared that the English nation 
and the Jewish nation have common interests and 
must stand together. Joseph Chamberlain, who is 
only responsible for the physical existence of his 
son Neville, but not for Neville’s umbrella and 
Neville’s appeasement, offered the Jews Uganda 
as a national home. Lloyd George, the leader of 
British imperialism during the Great War, was the 
Prime Minister who made the Balfour Declara- 
tion possible. Today, Winston Churchill, the out- 
standing representative of the imperialist tradition 
in the House of Commons, defends the Jewish 
rights in Palestine and blames the weak and trea- 
cherous politics of the Government for the des- 
truction of the Jewish National Home. 

It is easy to understand why the great British 
imperialists always were pro-Jewish. They under- 
stood the importance of adding the energy of the 
Jewish people to the living forces of Great Britain. 
The Suez Canal is the most vulnerable highway of 
the British Empire. Around the Suez Canal, ori- 
ental nations are living who are not reliable, from 
the British point of view. It would be a wonder- 
ful asset for Great Britain to build near the Suez 
Canal a new, active and well-organized common- 
wealth of a European character which would be 
faithful to Britain. The Jewish commonwealth in 
Palestine was looked upon as a potential guardian 
of the imperial highway and therefore most Brit- 
ish imperialists have been and are in favor of a 
Jewish Palestine. 

Active British imperialism built the enormous 
empire of Queen Victoria and Edward VII and 
won the Great War. But the influence of active 


imperialism lasted in Britain only a few years after 


1919. The decisive turn came with the resigna- 


® by Arthur Rosenberg © 


tion of Lloyd George as Prime Minister. In the 
meantime, a new tendency in British conservatism 
came to power. The exponents of the new trend 
saw the growing strength of the British Labor 
movement and they concentrated all their fears on 
a coming Socialist Government in England. They 
were no longer interested in increasing their em- 
pire but only in preserving what they had. They 
were ready to make sacrifices abroad if they could 
only retain their power at home. This new ten- 
dency of British conservatism felt a deep sympathy 
from the beginning for the fascist dictators. The 
British reactionaries regarded the existence of Hit- 
ler and Mussolini as a fine asset in their fight 
against labor and democracy, and they were ready 
to pay a high price in order to strengthen the 
authority of fascism in Europe. 


The British Empire, distributed over all the five 
continents, was, after the Great War, full of grow- 
ing conflicts. The awakening of the native races 
and of the oppressed masses threatened the auth- 
ority of the British upper class. The British con- 
servatives began to calculate how they could best 
defeat this threat within their Empire. They 
came to the conclusion that the only way to save at 
least a part of their power and influence would be 
an alliance with the native aristocracy abroad. 
The clearest example of the new British Imperial 
policy is the development in India. The so-called 
New Federal Constitution of India, invented by 
Sir Samuel Hoare and Lord Halifax, tries to hand 
the power over India to the native aristocracy. As 
the English alone are no longer able to defeat the 
Indian masses, they give this task to the Hindu 
Maharajas and to the Mohammedan princes. It 
is an old trick of the British rulers in India to 
mobilize the Mohammedans against the Hindus. 
Today it is a dogma of the reactionary British 
high bureaucracy to make friends everywhere 
with the most backward groups of Islam. They 
hope that they will defeat Gandhi and the Indian 
democratic Congress Party, if the Nizam of 
Hyderabad, the great Mohammedan ruler of 
South India, is for them. It would be much more 
reasonable for the English Democracy to come to 
some sort of an agreement with the Indian Democ- 
racy, but the bureaucrats prefer the other method. 
Nevertheless, the clever plan to change British 
rule in India in the interest of the native aristoc- 
racy, has been a failure up to the present time. 
For the growth of the Congress Party could not be 
hindered and the princes themselves do not trust 
the British and have refused to accept the Federal 
Constitution. 
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In the African colonies the British- method of 
government has been the so-called indirect rule. 
Under it the English officials always work together 
with the native chieftains. But in many parts of 
Africa, the tribal organization of the Negroes is 
being dissolved by the modern forms of industry. 
Many Negroes who are working in the mines and 
cities try to separate themselves from their tribes 
and chieftains, but the British rulers do not allow 
this. They hinder the attempts of Negroes to be- 
come independent and educated workers. By pet- 
ty methods of taxation and police oppression they 
compel the natives to remain the serfs of their 
chieftains. 


The same method is being used by the British 
capitalists and high officials in the Near East. A 
Jewish commonwealth in Palestine might be useful 
for the active energetic British imperialism of yes- 
terday. But a Jewish Palestine is a danger for the 
reactionary meddlers who rule the Colonial Office 
and the India Office today. 


The Mohammedan reaction has been destroyed 
by the reforms of Mustafa Kemal in Turkey and 
by the Russian Revolution in Central Asia, but the 
Mohammedan reaction is being preserved care- 
fully by the so-called democracies of England and 
France. The British bureaucracy invented the tot- 
ally impossible state of Iraq in order to give a cor- 
rupt aristocratic and militaristic gang at Baghdad 
something to control. In Egypt the palace clique 
of the boy king Farouk has, with the hearty ag- 
reement of the English Government, driven the 
bourgeois liberal Wafd Party out of power. At 
the same time the English officials try to bring the 
backward nomads of Saudi-Arabia into world 
politics. 


It is improbable that the British specialists for 
the Near East are avowed anti-Semites; that they 
are enemies of the Jewish race according to the 
doctrines of Hitler. They may not be enemies of 
the Jewish capitalists, but they hate the Histad- 
ruth, the free self-government of Jewish farmers 
and workers. If the Jews would be able to estab- 
lish a successful democracy in Palestine they could 
“poison” the whole East by their example. The 
poor Arab workers and peasants would perhaps 
discover that they are also human beings and 
would turn against the native oppressors and their 
British friends. But the Mufti is a “gentleman,” 
even as Franco, Mussolini and the Nizam of 
Hyderabad, are “gentlemen.” Therefore the 
Mufti and his feudal friends must be helped. 
Some hundred English soldiers and other hund- 
reds of moderate Arabs have been murdered by 
order of the Mufti, but that is only a small matter. 
It does not mean much in comparison with the 
great conservative principle which is being embod- 
ied by this “gentleman.” 


JEWISH FRONTIER 


The same British reaction which is flirting with 
Hitler and Mussolini is also in favor of the Arabs 
in Palestine and has been trying for fifteen years 
to undermine the Jewish National Home. The 
real boss of the Conservative Party, and father of 
all pro-fascist plans of the British Government, 
is Sir Samuel Hoare. But the most active pro- 
fascist and pro-Arab among the ruling politicians 
in England is Lord Winterton. During each 
emergency in international politics, Lord Winter. 
ton used to write a letter to the Times, where he 
defended the attitude of Hitler and Mussolini; 
at the same time Winterton was the indefatigable 
friend of the Arabs in Palestine. Therefore Lord 
Winterton, as the most dangerous enemy of the 
Jews in England, was the man sent to represent 
England at the International Committee for Jew. 
ish Refugees! That was only one of the little 
provocations against the Jewish people by which 
the Chamberlain Government tries to amuse its 
friends. 


Since 1931, when Ramsay MacDonald left the 
Labor Party and ran over to the Conservatives, 
the MacDonald family has always been ready to 
do the meanest work for the English governing 
class. Nobody should therefore be surprised that 
the task of breaking all British promises to the 
Jews in Palestine, a task which nobody else was 
ready to undertake, was given to young Malcolm 
MacDonald, the worthy son and successor of 
Ramsay. During the last conferences in London 
on Palestine, the Arab delegates one day made 
a certain proposal to the Colonial Secretary Mac- 
Donald. MacDonald answered: “I cannot give 
you a definite promise. I must first ask my Mufti, 
the Prime Minister’. This little sentence demon- 
strates the whole mentality of the man. He has 
to obey two Muftis, one in London and the other 
in Beirut, and he is a faithful servant of both. 


Perhaps the most extraordinary feature of 
British politics in Palestine is that the English 
Government has drawn artificially the other Arab 
countries into the conflict. The powerful British 
Empire allowed the rulers of Egypt and Iraq 
to become the referees in the conflict between the 
British Empire on one side, and a few hundred 
robbers and gangsters on the other side. If 
there was madness in this policy, there was at 
least method in the madness. The Chamberlain 
Government wants to organize the pan-Arab 
movement as the big reactionary power of the 
near East, and for the celebration of the wedding 
between Britain and Pan-Arabism the Jewish 
scapegoat shall be killed. Nevertheless the faith 
of the bride is a very doubtful one. If the Arabs 
have to choose between Hitler and Neville Cham- 
berlain as their Lord and Master, they will 
certainly prefer Hitler. 
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In spite of all the intrigues of the Chamber- 
lains and MacDonalds, the enormous majority of 
the English nation is democratic and pro-Jewish. 
When the Jews in Palestine will now organize a 
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real and efficient resistance against the methods 
of the British pro-fascists, they will open the eyes 
of the British masses at home and do a great 
service also to British Democracy. 


STATEMENT OF THE JEWISH AGENCY 


1. The effect of the new policy for Palestine 
laid down by the Mandatory Government in the 
White Paper of May 17th, 1939, is to deny to 
the Jewish people the right to reconstitute their 
national home in their ancestral country. It is 
a policy which transfers authority over Palestine 
to the present Arab majority, puts the Jewish 
population at the mercy of that majority, decrees 
the stoppage of Jewish immigration as soon as 
the Jewish inhabitants form one-third of the total, 
and sets up a territorial ghetto for the Jews in 
their own homeland. 


2. The Jewish people regard this breach of 
faith as a surrender to Arab terrorism. It delivers 
Great Britain’s friends into the hands of those 
who are fighting her. It must widen the breach 
between Jews and Arabs, and undermine the hope 
of peace in Palestine. It is a policy in which the 
Jewish people will not acquiesce. The new regime 
announced in the White Paper will be devoid of 
any moral basis and contrary to international law. 
Such a regime can only be set up and maintained 
by force. 


3. The Royal Commission, invoked by the 
White Paper, indicated the grave perils of such 
a policy. Speaking of the Jews, the Royal Com- 
mission stated that: 

“Convinced as they are that an Arab 
Government would mean the frustration of 
all their efforts and ideals, that it would 
convert the National Home into one more 
cramped and dangerous ghetto, it seems only 
too probable that they would fight rather 
than submit to Arab rule. And to repress a 
Jewish rebellion against British policy would 


be as unpleasant a task’ as the repression of 
Arab rebellion has been.” 


The Government has disregarded this warning. 


4. The Jewish people has no quarrel with 
the Arab peoples. The Arabs are not a landless 
or a homeless race like the Jews, nor do they 
need a place of refuge. Jewish work in Palestine 
has had no adverse effect upon the life and pro- 
gress of the Arab countries. Jewish colonization 
has benefited Palestine and all its inhabitants. The 
Royal Commission pointed out that insofar as the 
Balfour Declaration contributed to British victory 
in the Great War, it contributed also to the libera- 
tion of the Arab race. The Jewish people has 
shown its will to peace, even in the years of the 


disturbances. It has refused to retaliate against 
Arab violence. But neither have the Jews sub- 
mitted to the terror, nor will they submit to it, 
even after the Mandatory Government has de- 
cided to reward the terrorists by surrendering to 
them the National Home. 

5. It is in the darkest hour of Jewish history 
that the British Government proposes to deprive 
the Jews of their last hope, and to close their road 
back to their homeland. It is a cruel blow; doubly 
cruel because it comes from the Government of 
a great nation which has extended a helping hand 
to the Jews, and whose position in the world rests 
upon foundations of moral authority and inter- 
national good faith. This blow will not subdue 
the Jewish people. The historic bond between 
the people and the land of Israel will not be 
broken. The Jews will never accept the closing 
against them of the gates of Palestine, nor let 
their national home be converted into a ghetto. 
Jewish pioneers, who in the past three genera- 
tions have shown their strength in the upbuild- 
ing of a derelict country, will from now on dis- 
play the same strength in defending Jewish im- 
migration, the Jewish home, and Jewish freedom. 
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The New Offensive Against Labor 


HE REPUBLIC Steel Corporation is suing 

the C. I. O., the Steel Workers’ Organizing 
Committee, the Amalgamated Association of Iron, 
Steel and Tin Workers of North America, and a 
number of their officers and members, for $7,500,- 
000. Tom Girdler, head of the corporation, 
claims that the steel workers’ strike of 1937 in- 
jured his company to the extent of $2,500,000, 
and he demands triple damages under the anti- 
trust law. 

This suit is no isolated or detached incident. 
Seen in the light of recent court decisions and of 
the trend of anti-labor legislation in several States, 
the present case appears as a part of a general of- 
fensive against the labor movement throughout the 
country. 


i 


In his complaint Girdler refers to the steel strike 
as a “conspiracy” (‘“‘combination, conspiracy and 
federation”), which takes one back more than a 
century, when American courts denounced strikes 
as conspiracies to raise wages and workers were 
fined and jailed for participating in them. Later 
the attitude of the courts changed in this respect. 
They continued to convict strikers but no longer as 
conspirators. The same result—breaking strikes 
—was accomplished on different legal pretexts. 
Charges of disorderly conduct, violence, contempt 
of court (because of arbitrary and drastic injunc- 
tions) replaced “‘conspiracies.”” For years the yel- 
low dog contract was used by courts as a basis for 
injunctions against organizing workers and against 
striking. This one-sided “contract,” in which the 
worker pledged himself to belong to no union, was 
an outgrowth of the earlier “ironclad oath,” by 
which workers renounced unionism in order to get 
a job. For years the courts upheld the “sanctity” 
of the yellow dog contract and freely granted anti- 
labor injunctions to enforce them. The railway 
shop strikes of 1922 were broken by a series of in- 
junctions which were obtained by the Federal Gov- 
ernment in the interests of the railroad owners. 

The shameful abuse of the courts against labor 
led to the passage by Congress of the Norris-La 
Guardia Act which has placed restrictions upon the 
issuance of anti-labor injunctions by Federal 
courts. 


II. 

In the years following the Civil War, particu- 
larly in the ’80s, trusts, big corporations, with a 
tendency towards monopoly, made their appear- 
ance and grew very rapidly. The small business- 
man became alarmed and asked Congress for pro- 
tection. 


It was in response to that appeal that 


® by Joseph Schlossberg 


Congress enacted the Sherman anti-trust law in 
1890. The purpose was clear: to protect the 
small businessmen from trusts and monopolies, 
Only in one important case did a court attempt to 
enforce the law against a powerful trust by means 
of a good-sized fine. That was many years ago, 
when Judge Landis, of Chicago, created a national 
sensation by imposing a fine of twenty nine million 
dollars upon the Standard Oil Company. He was 
reversed by a higher court. 

In 1908 the nation was shocked by a Federal 
court convicting the Danbury, Connecticut, Hat. 
ters’ Union under the anti-trust act, and fining it a 
quarter of a million dollars. The anti-trust law, 
ineffective against the trusts, became a dangerous 
weapon in the hands of employers, large and 
small, against organized labor. The hat manufac- 
turer won a verdict against the union of about 
$80,000 which was trebled under the law and be- 
came about a quarter of a million. Later the same 
law was invoked against the United Mine Work- 
ers of America, but the case was settled out of 
court. 

For a long time this law was not used against 
labor unions, and was almost forgotten. The 
other day labor was forcibly reminded of it when 
a Federal court in Pennsylvania hit it on the head 
with the Sherman anti-trust law, and sentenced the 
Hosiery Workers’ Union to pay to the Apex Hos- 
iery Company the amount of $711,000 as triple 
damages for conducting a strike. The firm charg- 
ed the union with violence. If convicted under a 
non anti-trust law the fine would have been the 
amount pronounced by the court; under the trust 
law the fine is automatically trebled. 

The Danbury Hatters’ verdict terrified the 
American Federation of Labor, and it turned to 
Congress for relief. In Wilson’s first Administra- 
tion the Clayton anti-trust act was passed. It con- 
tained a clause which specifically exempted labor 
unions from the operation of the act. ‘Labor is 
not a commodity,” declared the act. Samuel 
Gompers, the then president of the American Fed- 
eration of Labor, proclaimed the Clayton Act as 
“labor’s magna carta.” Before long the Supreme 
Court declared that portion of the law unconstitu- 
tional, and “‘labor’s magna carta” was thrown into 
the waste basket. 

III. 

About a half century ago the Amalgamated As- 
sociation of Iron, Steel and Tin Workers of North 
America was a strong union. It grew up at a time 
when there were no giant steel companies as we 
know them today and when skill was still a prec- 
ious asset to the workers. In 1892 the union call- 
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ed a strike against the Carnegie corporation in 
Homestead, Pa., when the company felt itself 
strong enough to refuse to renew its contract with 
the union and operate an open shop. That was 
one of the most tragic strikes in American history. 
The union pickets were able to drive back a boat- 
ful of Pinkerton strikebreakers. When the Goy- 
ernment sent in State militia, the strikers received 
them with cheers, confident that the troops came to 
maintain order and enforce the law. True law 
and order enforcement would have been helpful to 
the strikers. But they were soon disillusioned. 
The troops broke the strike, and destroyed the 
union as a factor in the industry. Homestead and 
all other steel centers remained non-union and anti- 
union. A few attempts were subsequently made to 
organize the industry, but without results. 


Two years ago the C. I. O. undertook to organ- 
ize the steel workers. It took much courage, en- 
ergy and funds to invade the citadel of modern in- 
dustrialism. The C. I. O., paradoxically, succeed- 
ed in the domain of Big Steel, the steel trust, and 
failed against Little Steel, the smaller steel manu- 
facturers. Thus, in Pennsylvania the steel indus- 
try is unionized. In Ohio, Governor Davey, who 
had been regarded as a friend of labor, and who 
had been supported by labor in his election cam- 
paign, turned against the workers and broke the 
strike through his state troops. In Chicago, where 
some of the Republic Steel mills are located, six- 
teen strikers were killed in the Memorial Day 
(1937) massacre and many were injured. The 
strikers were unable to fight the State Government 
in Ohio and the City Government in Chicago. 
The strike against Little Steel was lost. Tom 


Youth Streams To 


EVER IN my life have I seen so many chil- 

dren together as on Dizengoff Square in Tel 
Aviv. In the evenings the streets of Tel Aviv 
teem with young people. It is one of the charms 
of Palestine, that youth of all ages, from children 
to young lads and girls, lend the predominating 
note to the life of the country. 

There is, however, one class of young people 
which is often overlooked. These are the young 
people between the ages of 15 and 17, boys and 
girls who had come here under the aegis of the 
Youth Aliyah. Visit in the Kibbutzim holding 
guard on the northern frontier, at the foot of Mt. 
Hermon, in those planting fruit trees in the rocky 
wilderness of Ephraim, in the settlements cultivat- 
ing a soil neglected for centuries in the scorching 
Jordan Valley—everywhere you go you find these 
groups. They are, so to speak the adopted chil- 
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Girdler, the head of the Republic Steel Corpora- 
tion, the leading spirit in the fight against organ- 
ized labor, was hailed by the open shop forces in 
the country. 

As many thousands of workers were discharged 
by the Republic Corporation for union activities, 
the Steel Workers’ Organizing Committee took up 
their cases with the National Labor Relations 
Board. Last year this board ordered the rein- 
statement of about 5,000 workers. The S. W. O. 
C. then filed a claim with the N. L. R. B. for 
$7,500,000 wages for those workers. A week 
later the Republic Steel Corporation brought its 
suit for $2,500,000 damages, which, under the 
Clayton Act, would become $7,500,000 if the cor- 
poration succeeded. 

This action is one link in a chain that is now be- 
ing forged against labor. The other links include 
the Apex $711,000 decision; the $900,000 suit 
against the Teamsters’ Union of Boston; the re- 
cent and startling decision of the U. S. Supreme 
Court which denied the protection of the National 
Labor Relations Act to workers involved in a sit- 
down strike because they had been unlawfully 
locked out by the employer; the passage of an anti- 
labor law by a referendum vote in Oregon; the 
new anti-labor law in Minnesota; similar legisla- 
tion, passed or pending, in Wisconsin and other 
states. A bill in the New York legislature, masked 
as an anti-race discrimination proposal, would en- 
able enemies of labor to create race discrimination 
cases and thus deprive the unions of the benefit of 
the State Labor Relations Act. 


The labor movement is faced with a challenge 
which it must meet with determination. 


Palestine 
® by Max Brod 


dren of the Kibbutz, the collective. Now, the Col- 
lective is usually composed of young people who 
have their own. children. But the people of the 
Kibbutz also bestow their parental care on these 
groups of fifteen and sixteen and seventeen year 
olds who were saved from the Hitler hell and who 
are now beginning in Palestine a life of work, 
freedom and human dignity. 

In Palestine, where there is so much that is new 
and admirable, the Youth Aliya does not easily 
strike the eye. In the diaspora, the exodus of 
every group of children is an event. How many 


parents for whom the road towards Palestine is 
blocked (temporarily or permanently) by the 
bureaucratic machine of immigration, place all 
their hopes, all their yearning on the heads of their 
children whom they are sending away into the dis- 
They themselves remain in the lands 


tant land? 
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of the cruel enemy, they are not permitted to leave 
Germany, and Great Britain does not permit them 
to enter the mandated country. Many opponents 
and accidents work together to block the road to 
the happiness of these people. The children at 
least are free. And the parents bravely swallow 
their fears, the fear that they shall perhaps never 
see their children again—the fear for their own 
fate. If the children will only get the chance to 
grow up as decent and free human beings! 


Shortly before the fall of the Czechoslovak 
State, I was present at such a leave-taking in Brno. 
Jewish parents were sending away their children, 
their ver sacrum. It was a stirring hour in the 
Macabee Camp near Brno. (It happened to be 
the last Zionist speech I delivered in my former 
home. ) 

Compared to the endless pain and humiliation 
of the diaspora, everything in Palestine still moves 
with a certain harmony and balance. This is per- 
haps best felt by the recent arrival who is keenly 
aware of the profound serenity and certainty in the 
midst of the most dramatically exciting and heroic 
events. (Perhaps in them more than in anything 
else!) It is good that this is so and it is very 
natural. It is perhaps only among new arrivals 
that one sees this joyous and ecstatic look which al- 
ways finds expression in the intoxicated gratitude 
of the words, “It is good that this is so.” I hope 
that I shall never lose this joy, the joy of the first 
meeting and the new light which has cast its rays 
over my first months in Palestine. 

Up to date the Youth Aliya brought to Palestine 
5,000 young people from the most threatened Jew- 
ish communities in Europe. And here too, people 
are beginning to realize how healthy a factor and 
how important a current of energy these groups 
had infused into the country. An impressive 
demonstration of this is now given at a small ex- 
hibition which was recently opened in the head- 
quarters of the Jewish National Fund, and which 
is constantly filled with old and young visitors. It 
is worth while paying a visit to this exhibition in 
which Otto Wallisch, the ingenious creator of 
many propaganda schemes of the Jewish National 
Fund has given another proof of his taste and 
never failing sense for effect and concretization. 
This exhibition, incidentally, will soon leave for a 
tour in other towns and colonies as well as the 
diaspora. Otto Walisch’s exhibition lets Jewish 
Palestine speak for itself. 


You are shown the growth of the Youth Aliya 
through drawings full of movement and often very 
witty, photographs, models, and statistical diag- 
rams which are anything but boring. The author 
of the idea is Mrs. Recha Freier. Fortunately she 
easily won over the late Chaim Arlosoroff to her 
plan. The great undertaking took shape from 
small beginnings. Now it has a passionate patron 
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of infinite kindness and care in Miss Henrietta 
Szold, in whom goodness of heart has become 
genius. The exhibition covers fully the story of 
Youth Aliya units as well as the life of the indivi- 
dual. A large clock, the inside surface of which is 
covered with photographs, symbolizes the day and 
night of the individual member of the Youth 
Aliya. The dial slides uninterruptedly across the 
hours. The sound of a gong, a lad rubs his eyes, 
jumps under a shower. As the dial moves on we 
follow the daily routine of the subject of the 
photograph, his activities in practical agriculture, 
his recess hours, his theoretical training, his social 
life, the lonely hours on guard near the searchlight 
tower—and then again bed time and sleep. 


Through this series of photographs, Walisch 
presents in a masterly fashion all we want to know 
about the day to day existence of the Youth Aliya. 
The effect is that of a motion picture, slowed down 
at important turns in the story. We see the group 
go on the land, we witness their efforts to master 
Hebrew up to the moment when the pupil becomes 
the enthusiastic creator who with raised arm, re- 
cites his first Hebrew poem. We see the meta- 
morphosis which takes place in these young people. 
A hopeless existence, no work, no vocation—and 
then the same photograph shows the same people 
in the chicken coop, on the tractor, in the plant 
nursery, at the carpenter’s bench. It is not only the 
clothes that have changed—even the face is not 
the same. It is purposeful and firm. We follow 
the fate of the group up to the time of its settle- 
ment on the land—the longed for goal of every 
Youth Aliya unit. We examine the unified curri- 
culum of study, the text-books prepared by the 
group leaders, the handicrafts groping their way 
towards a personal style, towards art. This ex- 
tremely honest exhibition does not conceal failures 
where they actually happened. 2% of those who 
were educated by the Youth Aliya left the country, 
4% returned to their parents’ homes without find- 
ing the vocation for which they were trained. 
Journeying through Palestine one actually finds 
here and there a stray individual who could not 
find his way towards the community, who could not 
adjust himself. However, 75% of these young 
people remain on the land, the balance, minus 
those who left the country, have turned to some 
productive occupation in the city and found their 
place in the community. It is Palestine itself 
which has educated these young people; it shaped 
them in accordance with its needs. The country 
itself has taken over the training of its children, 
the country itself prepares them for the work 
which it requires of its citizens. It is at the same 
time the teacher and the goal, just as its children 
are simultaneously its pupils and builders. That is 
why they are so happy in this new life. 
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Philosophical Implications of the New Physics 


I‘ ORDER to draw the necessary conclusions 
concerning the philosophic trend of modern 
physics it is necessary to pay particular attention 
to the contrast between the modern conception 
of the role of physics in describing the external 
world and the classical conception of this role. 
Einstein’s first treatise on relativity appeared in 
1905. At about the same time (1906) the French 
physicist Pierre Duhem published a volume on 
the theory of physics in which he distinguished be- 
tween two tendencies: one that attempts to explain 
phenomena on the basis of certain assumptions 
concerning the physical world, such as the atomic 
theory of Gassendi, Aristotle’s teachings concern- 
ing matter and form or Descartes’ identification of 
matter and space, and the other tendency that 
does not wish to confuse physics with metaphysical 
assumptions concerning the nature of the world 
and is satisfied with establishing and defining the 
physical laws governing these phenomena. Duhem 
supported. the second approach. By means of an 
historical analysis he pointed out that metaphysical 
assumptions constantly change while the physical 
laws remain permanent. Thus Descartes’ law of 
the refraction of light is to this day a part of the 
science of optics while his assumptions concerning 
the nature of light have not been accepted. Duhem 
therefore warned the physicists to be satisfied with 
the fact that physical laws represent reality in a 
mathematical-symbolic manner. Duhem did not 
doubt that physical laws reflect the order of 
reality (reflect d’un ordre ontologique) of the 
existence of an independent world, but he main- 
tained that it is not the business of the physicist to 
speculate on the nature of the world that is con- 
cealed beneath the phenomena. Such speculation 
is the business of the philosophers. 


At the time that Duhem’s book appeared, all 
these trends were united in, one thing—that it is 
the task of physics to establish an objective con- 
ception of the world independent of the thinking 
subject. Those who looked upon the physical 
world as an intermediary stage on the road toward 
a conception of the real. world as well as those 
who thought that this world was the final stage, 
agreed that the world of physics should be inde- 
pendent and freed of all subjective elements. This 
desire to construct an objective, independent, im- 
personal world revealed itself at the very begin- 
ning of the development of physics in Europe 
when the progenitors of the science substituted 
ether waves, which can be measured and expressed 
objectively in numbers, for colors, and air 
vibrations for sounds, in short, instead of sensuous 


® by Hugo Bergman 


qualities which we can apprehend and feel, there 
were substituted quantities that are independent 
of man. Quantity is objective; it is indepen- 
dent of the “I” and lends itself to exact 
mathematical definition. This desire to leave the 
private grounds of the individual for the public 
domain of a world which is not subjective and 
which is common to all, lies at the roots of physics. 

The first one to disturb this point of view con- 
cerning an objective world that rests in a vacuum 
and changes in time—the world of the physics of 
Newton—was Einstein. Newton established in 
his laws concerning time that “true, absolute and 
mathematical time flows within itself according 
to its own nature in an equal manner without 
reference to outside factors’. But relativity re- 
nounced this concept of one absolute true time. 
It destroyed the assumption that the time duration 
between two events is definitely determined and 
one under all circumstances; instead it taught that 
the duration of time depends on the state of mo- 
tion of the body being measured. The simultane- 
ous occurrence of two events which Newtonian 
physics accepted as an absolute concept (it was 
taken for granted that two events either happen 
at the same time or they occur at different times) 
now was transformed into a relative concept of 
two events occurring at the same time when they 
are measured from one vantage point and at dif- 
ferent times when they are measured from another 
vantage point. 


But while Einstein transformed the measure- 
ment of time into a relative concept, he did not 
renounce the classical ideal of an objective world 
that exists for itself independently of the scientist. 
However, instead of making the world depend 
upon the absolute nature of time he made it de- 
pendent on the absolute nature of other factors. 
The world of relativity is also objective and inde- 
pendent of the ego and is therefore no less “‘clas- 
sical” than the world of Newton or Descartes. 


The great revolution in modern physics, com- 
pared to which the revolution of the theory of 
relativity is but small in scope, was created by the 
quantum theory, in which Einstein has a consider- 
able share. The development of quantum me- 
chanics totally destroyed the supposition of a 
world existing in itself, independent of our meas- 
urements. The ideal of classical physics was ex- 
pressed in “the spirit of Laplace.” This declared 
that on the basis of knowledge and through obser- 
vation of the world at a definite moment it was pos- 
sible to describe the condition of the world at any 
other moment either in the past or in the future. 
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The act of observation of a world which changes 
according to physical laws is external and has no 
influence on its object. The physical events do 
not depend on the observation and are not at all 
affected by it. Thus when we describe the paths 
of the stars, these paths are an objective fact 
whether we observe them through a telescope or 
not, whether or not we photograph them. Our 
calculations of the future path of the stars do not 
depend on whether or when we made the observa- 
tion. The objective condition or event is inde- 
pendent of the observation. The latter merely 
serves to define that condition for our benefit and 
there is no dependence between the condition of 
the world and the act of observation. Thus we 
may—in this example concerning the path of the 
stars and also in all other fields of classical phy- 
sics, including the theory of relativity—describe 
the physical processes and objectively differentiate 
between them and between the act of our observa- 
tion. Our observation merely reveals to us what 
exists outside of it and as it exists independently. 
It is true that our act of observation probably 
changes somewhat the condition of the objects 
observed. Thus, when we photograph a star, the 
act of photographing no doubt changes something 
in the condition of the world. Or, to cite a sim- 
pler example, when we insert a thermometer to 
measure the heat of a container of water, the 
thermometer absorbs some of the heat and 
changes the temperature of the water. There is 
an interaction between the measuring instrument 
and the body measured which is not desirable for 
ideal measurement. But this mutual influence is 
so small, the quantity of heat absorbed by the 
thermometer, for instance, is so insignificant, that 
our observation does not, to all intents and pur- 
poses, change the condition of the water and we 
may say that it reveals to us the objective condi- 
tion as it is. 

But this independence of the physical process 
from the measuring instrument, which makes pos- 
sible the definition of the objective world, is true 
only of macrophysics where the objects measured 
are incomparably greater than the measuring in- 
struments. There we may overlook the influence 
of the instrument on the measurement since we 
can completely differentiate between the object 
studied and the instrument of observation. But in 
the microphysical world of the atom with which 
quantum physics deals, the object measured and 
the measuring instrument are more nearly equal 
in size and the act of observation exerts an ap- 
preciable and even a deciding influence on the 
process which we are trying to measure. Our ob- 
servation changes the condition of affairs which 
we had set out to measure. Measurement is, in 
this case, the cause of a disturbance of the process 
which we are seeking to define. And since we 
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cannot differentiate between the process of meas- 
urement and the process transpiring within the 
phenomena measured (both merge into one ) we 
lose the ability to define the objective world which 
is revealed to us as long as we deal with the 
macrophysical world. 

This fact has caused a complete revolution in 
our views on nature, a revolution whose implica- 
tions transcend those of the theory of relativity 
which, in comparison, becomes a classical theory. 
We said of the path of the star that it exists for 
itself whether or not we photograph it and include 
it in our observations. But when we descend into 
the world of the atom this assumption becomes 
meaningless. It is true that the atom may be com- 
pared to a constellation of stars and that its elec- 
trons may be likened to planets following their 
paths. But we have no reason to say that the 
electron follows its path whether we measure 
it or not. The act of determining the position of 
the electron displaces it from its orbit. How, 
then, can we speak of such an orbit, if we cannot 
determine it without destroying it? We said that 
so far as the macrophysical world is concerned 
we can always separate the objective fact from 
our act of observation, but in the world of atoms 
such a separation is impossible. We can take 
measurements and draw conclusions from them 
but we know nothing of what transpires between 
one observation and another, when the electron is 
—so to speak—left alone; furthermore, the laws 
of quantum mechanics of necessity “skip” those 
intermediary stages as if they did not exist at all. 
These laws only relate one observation to another 
without giving any indication as to what took 
place in the interim. How great, then, is the 
difference between the conception of the action of 
electrons and that of the motion of the stars. 


Due to the fact that we are unable to arrange 
the conclusions of our observations in one con- 
tinuous picture of objective events, we can have 
only a statistical pattern of them. Only after we 
add up a great number of observations do we 
establish the laws governing this field. But our 
laws are only laws of average behavior derived 
from many cases. Of the behavior of the indi- 
vidual case these laws have nothing to say. 


The ideal of classical physics was founded on 
the principle that everything in nature is governed 
by strict laws, that every event is determined by 
inevitable natural laws, but here we know nothing 
of the individual case for we have only the sta- 
tistical average value derived from many cases. 
It is true.that we encounter the use of statistical 
laws in everyday life. The calculations of the in- 
surance companies are founded on averages de- 
rived from numerous cases of deaths, accidents, 
etc. But while these statistics are based on average 
figures, each individual case is caused by definite 
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laws. Thus, an insurance company knows that 
the death of X was caused by inevitable factors, 
only the insurance company is not concerned with 
the details of that case but with the average 
length of life which it calculates after considering 
many cases. The statistics of the quantum theory 
are different. They tell us nothing of the exact 
law hiding behind the average behavior. More- 
over, such an exact law is inconceivable since 
we have no possibility of checking it and the 
moment we attempt to define the exact law we 
destroy the necessary conditions for our experi- 
ment. The situation may be compared to the 
question propounded by Lichtenberg: “Do girls 
blush in the dark?” This question cannot be an- 
swered for in attempting to do so we must il- 
luminate the room and thus destroy the condition 
which we are trying to test. We must therefore 
be content with the statistical law without being 
able to say anything concerning the individual 
case. From a physical point of view, the indi- 
vidual case does not exist. This is not due to a 
lack in our technical knowledge which we may 
hope to overcome in time; it is a- fundamental 
deficiency. The very laws of nature prevent us 
from determining in detail the physical order of 
things. 

These hindrances were first pointed out by 
Heisenberg. In order to establish the condition 
of the electron it is necessary to define simultane- 
ously both its position and its energy. But both 
cannot be measured at the same time. In order 
to find the position of an electron it is necessary 
to illuminate it. This implies—according to the 
teaching of Einstein—that a quantum of light 
impinges on the electron. The light striking the 
electron suddenly changes its energy content and 
the more exactly we ascertain the position of the 


electron the less we know of its energy content, - 


and vice versa. 


The chemist Wilhelm Ostwald at the begin- 
ning of this century fought against the use of 
pictures and models in the study of the natural 
sciences. Even then he called upon the scientists: 
do not make images unto yourself. He would 
probably find in the new trend in physics a justi- 
fication of his point of view. But the revolution- 
ary concept of the new physics, does not lie in the 
fact that it shows the limitation of images, and 
dares to employ simultaneously two contradictory 
concepts which have fought each other even since 
Huyghens and Newton. The rift from traditional 
physics we have seen is far greater. The world 
of Newton, like that of the theory of relativity, 
was a world that existed independently. In the 
equations describing the world there was no room 
for the activities of the physicist. These activities 
tested the truth of the equations but were not part 
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of them. The physical world was closed within 
itself and did not depend on man. But the quan- 
tum theory brought about a new and revolutionary 
world view. The microphysical world is not in- 
dependent of us and cannot be embraced by an 
equation that is independent of us. It is a world 
in the process of becoming. With every observa- 
tion we interfere with it, disturb and change it 
in such a manner that it is impossible to foretell 
how the change will occur. True, this world is 
also not devoid of laws, on the contrary, the 
quantum theory determines its laws. But these 
are average, statistical laws that differ radically 
from other laws of nature in that they cannot dis- 
tinguish between the subject and the object. 

We have pointed out before that classical phy- 
sics from the days of Galileo on, sought to create 
a picture of an impersonal world that exists for 
itself. This aim has been defeated. The English 
physicist Herbert Dingle recently published a 
book entitled “Through Science to Philosophy” 
in which he contrasts the physical concepts of our 
own and of previous generations. Our predeces- 
sors spoke of studying the nature of the world but 
Einstein maintains that the function of physics is 
to compare our experiences with one another and 
arrange them in a logical order. One no longer 
speaks of an independent world, not even in the 
limited sense employed by Duhem when he said 
that the laws of physics offer a symbolic repre- 
sentation of the world. Now we say that physics 
serves in arranging our phenomena and our ex- 
periences and that it does not—and in the micro- 
physical realm it cannot—escape these limitations. 
The concept of an objective world existing inde- 
pendently has vanished. Instead of the two ten- 
dencies, of which Duhem spoke, which assume the 


, existence of an independent world with the only 


difference that one tendency maintained that it is 
necessary to seek the world hidden behind phy- 
sical manifestations while the second claimed that 
we should be satisfied with the phenomena which 
reflect the world itself, there has appeared a third 
and extreme tendency in modern physics which 
maintains that we are not dealing with an ob- 
jective world already in existence which only has 
to be translated, that is, copied and transferred 
into science, but that there is the process of our 
sensory perceptions and that it is the task of 
physics to arrange and to coordinate these per- 
ceptions. Physics does not describe an existing 
world but erects a structure the material of which 
consists of our perceptions and experiences. The 
physicist, according to this conception, is like an 
architect or another creative artist. It is true that 
he must follow the requirements of his material, 
in this case of the perceptions, but within this 
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framework he is free to create. Using the words 
of Dingle we may say that physics is not a mental 
exploration of an existing landscape, but an inde- 
pendent spiritual act. The book of nature was not 
given to us to read in but to write in. Its pages 
are empty until we fill them and we are free to 
write as we choose, on one condition, that we 
write intelligently concerning our experiences and 


Biographical Notes 


OST OF the biographical literature available 
in regard to Einstein is, in a fashion, disap- 
pointing. The extraordinary charm of Einstein’s 
personality, his simplicity, his modesty, his cour- 
age, have been an understandable temptation for 
his biographers. That the greatest intellect of our 
age, should, by a happy coincidence (Newton, for 
instance, wears no such aureole of goodness) also 
be brave and noble, has had a curious effect on the 
popular picture of Einstein. So much has. been 
written about his championship of various causes, 
his views on pacifism, his talents as a musician, his 
unassuming kindliness, that comparatively little 
has been devoted to those qualities which make 
him—Einstein. After one has read enough anec- 
dotes, one finally carries away the impression of an 
unworldly, saintly soul who evolved the theory of 
relativity in a moment of absent-mindedness. Any- 
one who has seen Einstein knows how accurate is 
the account of the radiant, child-like smile, the 
luminous eyes, but at the same time one would like 
a more fitting emphasis on the tremendous brow, 
the glorious head. We have some notion of the 
mind of Leonardo; we have some conception of 
Goethe. We have, as yet, not even the beginnings 
of an understanding of one of the few figures in 
history in whom mankind transcends its present 
limits. 

Albert Einstein was born on March 14, 1879 in 
Ulm. His family, middle-class German Jews, 
soon moved to Munich, where Einstein lived till 
the age of 16. According to Einstein’s biographer, 
H. Gordon Garbedian, he was considered dull in 
school because he was slow in speech, shy and poor 
in languages, geography and history. However, 
he showed extraordinary precocity in mathematics. 
By the age of fourteen he had mastered branches 
of higher mathematics not taught in the curriculum 
of the secondary schools. At the age of thirteen, 
he read Kant’s Kritic der Reinen Vernunft, with 
gusto, finding it “perfectly clear.” Under the cir- 
cumstances, it is hard to believe that even the least 
perceptive of teachers could have found him dull. 
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that-we base ourselves on these experiences as 
much as possible. 

The world is not imposed upon us but we build 
it ourselves. This great tiding concerning the 
dignity of a free and creative mankind comes to 
us from the mathematical symbols of the new 
physics which is closely linked to the name of 
Albert Einstein whom we greet today. 


®by J. B. Strong 


This precocity continued. By the age of twenty- 
six he had already published the thirty pages of 
equations now known as the Special Theory of 
Relativity. In the meantime, in 1903, he had also 
found time to marry while in Switzerland. His 
first marriage, to a Serbian-Catholic fellow-student 
with whom he had two sons, ended in divorce. 

The Special Theory of Relativity was evolved 
while he worked as a patent examiner in Berne— 
a job whose unpretentious monotony he liked, be- 
cause it left him the creative energy required for 
his research. Nevertheless, his growing scientific 
fame made it impossible for him to remain in the 
job which he enjoyed. Without any special apti- 
tude for a professional career, he held Professor- 
ships in Zurich and in Prague. Finally, at the age 
of thirty four, he was awarded the signal honor of 
a professorship in the Prussian Academy of 
Science—the great German institution devoted pri- 
marily to scientific investigation rather than to 
teaching. At last Einstein was free from all aca- 
demic routine. At approximately the same time, he 
married his second wife Elsa, a cousin who was his 
devoted helpmate till her death in 1936. 

In 1915, Einstein published his “General Theory 
of Relativity,” an amplification and expansion of 
the principles first formulated in his Special 
Theory. A completely new picture of the cosmos 
was now placed before mankind. By this time, 
Einstein’s fame in scientific circles was commensur- 
ate with his attainments, but the general public 
knew little of him. However, in 1919, while the 
peace conference met at Versailles, Einstein’s 
world renown was established. Einstein had de- 
clared that his revolutionary theory, which shat- 
tered the Newtonian conception of the universe, 
could be tested during a total solar eclipse. On 
May 29, 1919 English scientists set out for the 
Island of Principe in the gulf of Guiana to test the 
validity of Einstein’s theory. Their photographs 
of stars during a total solar eclipse proved every- 
thing Einstein had predicted. The Theory of 
Relativity had received absolute confirmation. 
The result of the English expedition was a wave of 
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acclaim which swept the world. Babies and cigars 
were named after Einstein. He was the twentieth 
century thaumaturge whose hem helpless mankind 
longed to touch. No matter how little concerned 
the average citizen may have been with the mys- 
teries of the infinite, he had an intuitive awareness 
of the immensities to which Einstein held the key. 
Small wonder that for years Einstein has been de- 
luged by requests for advice on every conceivable 
subject including unhappy love affairs. Surely a 
man who knows so much can answer the smaller 
perplexities of lesser mortals! 

Till the advent of Hitler, Einstein remained in 
Germany—the acknowledged luminary of German 
science. During the war, his avowed pacifism and 
his refusal to sign the declaration of ninety three 
German scholars, denying German war-guilt, had 
aroused ill will against him, but with the abatement 
of war hysteria Ejinstein’s preeminence was again 
unquestioned. Hitler’s election to power came 
while Einstein was visiting the United States. 
Einstein never returned to Germany despite Nazi 
demands that he come back. He went into exile, 
surrendering both his German citizenship and his 
membership in the Prussian Academy of Science. 
The Academy announced it had “‘no reason to re- 
gret Professor Einstein’s retirement” and accused 
him of atrocity mongering. The Nazis in the 
meantime looted Einstein’s home and confiscated 
his possessions. 

Since 1933, Einstein has been Professor of 
Mathematics and Theoretical Physics at Princeton 
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University. He has continued, as before, to lend 
his name and energy to the causes dear to him. 
No protest against injustice has found him missing 
and, inevitably, he has become the foremost cham- 
pion of the Jewish cause in the world. 


He first became conscious of anti-Semitism in his 
boyhood when his teacher showed a large nail to 
the class, explaining that Jews had used it to cru- 
cify Christ. The effect of that object lesson in his- 
tory was to make the boy Albert the immediate 
butt of anti-Semitic feeling. In later years, Ein- 
stein, internationalist by belief, displayed little in- 
terest in Jewish nationalism. However, the grow- 
ing persecution of his people aroused his latent 
Jewishness. He had said: “If we did not have to 
live among intolerant, violent and narrow minded 
people, I should be the first to throw over all 
nationalism in favor of universal humanity,” but in 
the face of brutal oppression he has announced 
proudly “that the pursuit of knowledge for its own 
sake, an almost fanatical love of justice, and the 
desire for personal independence are the features 
of the Jewish tradition, which make me thank my 
stars that I belong to it.”” Consequently there has 
been no moment in Jewish life when Einstein has 
failed to serve as the spokesman of his people. 


And the common man, heartened as he is by 
Einstein’s espousal of moral issues which all can 
understand, also takes comfort in the message 
which Einstein brings from the cosmos: “God is 
clever, but not dishonest.” 


Einstein’s Pacifist Convictions and Activities 


During The 


“I consider it my duty to confess my pa- 
cifist convictions publicly.” 
ALBERT EINSTEIN 


HE WHOLE world is from time to time pre- 
occupied with the theory of relativity of the 
great physicist and particularly with his scientific 
activity. His researches are widely publicized and 
are to some extent understood by many. It is 
known that he received the Nobel prize for his 
successful investigations in physics, but very little 
is known of the fact that Nobel, the pacifist, was 
spiritually very close to the pacifist Einstein and 
that the latter was a valiant opponent of war dur- 
ing 1914-18, having taken a stand which required 
great personal courage. 
“T am a pacifist,” “I am a convinced pacifist,” 
“T am an absolute pacifist,” ‘I am a militant paci- 
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® by Kurt Rosenfeld 


fist,” “I am a pacifist to the depth of my soul.” 
Through these and similar statements Einstein ex- 
pressed his adherence to the peace movement 
throughout his life, even though he has never 
joined a specific pacifist organization. He said of 
himself: “I am a horse for single harness, not cut 
out for tandem or team work.” Upon perusing 
Einstein’s own statements about war as compiled 
in an authorized collection by Alfred Lief, and 
upon reading the excellent biography of this great 
man by Anton Reiser, one immediately recognizes 
that Einstein was and is justified in calling himself 
a pacifist. 

Einstein’s pacifism springs from an instinctive 
feeling of repugnance to blind obedience and viol- 
ence. At the age of eight he once witnessed a 
military parade in the streets of Munich and he 
was terrified by the thought that man as a soldier 
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is a degraded tool of his superiors, without a will 
of his own. This abhorrence of the passive mili- 
tary obedience that was aroused in him at the time 
has never left him since. He remarked that a 
man who can take pleasure in marching in fours to 
the strains of a band should be despised, for such a 
person “has only been given his brain by mistake; 
a backbone was all he needed.” He regarded the 
military system “‘as a display of national vanity, as 
the worst outcrop of the herd nature.” 


Because of his deeply rooted feeling of abhor- 
rence against brutality, Einstein recognized early 
in his life that every kind of militarism is by its 
very nature tied up with the application of brutal 
force against human beings. He pointed out em- 
phatically that his attitude “is not derived from 
any intellectual theory but is based on my deepest 
antipathy to every kind of cruelty and hatred.” 
Militarism is, according to young Einstein, the 
preparatory school for murder and he feels that 
“the murder of men is disgusting. War seems to 
me a mean, contemptible thing. I would rather be 
hacked in pieces than take part in such an abomin- 
able business. Wars are the most serious hind- 
rance to the development of every striving for the 
cooperation of the people of all nations—especi- 
ally cultural strivings. War deprives the intellect- 
ual worker of the inner and external conditions on 
which his exertions are based. If he happens to be 
strong and young enough, war makes him a slave 
of an organization directed toward destruction; if 
he is not, war at any rate surrounds him with an 
atmosphere of excitement and hatred. Moreover, 
war creates oppressive economic dependence of 
many years’ duration because of consequent im- 
poverishment. That is why a human being who 
considers spiritual values as supreme must be a 
pacifist.” 


How serious Einstein was in his pacifist convic- 
tions can be seen from the fact that he regarded it 
as the duty of every pacifist to liberate the world 
from the “shameful slavery of military service.” 
He therefore demanded that every pacifist should 
refuse to do military service under all circum- 
stances and he put himself forth as an example 
when he declared: “I believe in taking a holy oath 
never to participate in any act of violence. I 
would unconditionally refuse to do war service, 
direct or indirect. In countries where conscription 
is established, the real pacifist must refuse military 
duty . . . In countries where compulsory service 
does not obtain, real pacifists must in time of peacé 
publicly declare that they will not take up arms 
under any circumstances. For the timid who say, 
‘What is the use? We might be shut up in prison,’ 
I add: even if only two per cent of those supposed 
to perform military service declare themselves war 
resisters and assert, ‘We are not going to fight! 
We need other methods of settling international 
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disputes,’ the governments would be powerless— 
they could not put such masses into jail.” 


Einstein’s originally instictive pacifism soon be- 
gan to grow deeper in so far as he became more 
firmly convinced that the advancement of culture 
and civilization and the prevention of the outbreak 
of national hatred can be achieved only through 
the international cooperation of the nations. He 
declared himself openly and freely to be a world 
citizen: ‘‘Heroism by order, senseless violence and 
all the pestilent nonsense that goes by the name of 
patriotism—how I hate them!” He carried on 
propaganda for international pacifism as against 
national militarism. He advocated international 
cooperation of the European nations and there- 
fore greeted the formation of the League of 
Nations, even though he did not overlook its weak- 
nesses. In May 1922 he was invited to serve on 
the Committee on Intellectual Cooperation found- 
ed by the League of Nations and he accepted the 
position “‘since in my opinion nobody in these times 
should refuse assistance in efforts towards the real- 
ization of international cooperation.” However, in 
March 1923 he sent a telegram to that committee 
in which he explained: ‘“‘I have become convinced 
that the League possesses neither the strength nor 
the good will necessary to accomplish its task. As 
a convinced pacifist it does not seem well to me to 
have any relation whatever with the League.” 
Nevertheless he still hoped “that from this shell 
of the League of Nations a better content might 
yet grow.” He therefore participated once more 
in 1929 in a session of that committee. 


Einstein recognized with great acumen the sig- 
nificance of educating youth for a pacifist develop- 
ment of the nations. He declared: ‘We must be- 
gin to inoculate our children against militarism by 
educating them in the spirit of pacifism. The 
trouble with Europe is that it has been brought up 
on the wrong psychology. Our schoolbooks glor- 
ify war and hide its horrors. They inculcate 
hatred in the veins of the children. I would teach 
peace rather than war. I would inculcate love 
rather than hate. The textbooks should be re- 
written. Our entire educational system should be 
charged with a new spirit instead of perpetuating 
ancient rancors and prejudices. Education should 
begin in the cradle. It is the mothers of the world 
upon whom the task divolves of sowing the seed 
of peace in the souls of their children.” 


As a result of his rejection of chauvinism, Ein- 
stein did not think much of the fact that he be- 
longed as a citizen to the German people among 
whom he grew up. This citizenship was more of a 
hindrance to him. At the age of fifteen, as he 
still lived in Germany, he asked his father who had 
in the meantime moved to Italy to give up his Ger- 
man citizenship. The father retained his German 
citizenship but allowed his son to give up his. Sub- 
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sequently Einstein took up residence in Switzer- 
land and in 1902 became a Swiss citizen. When 
he was invited in 1914, before the outbreak of the 
world war, to join the Prussian Academy of 
Sciences in Berlin he accepted the invitation only 
on condition that he would not have to change his 
citizenship. Only in 1919 when Germany became 
a republic did he adopt German citizenship at the 
request of his friends and colleagues, but he did 
not at the same time give up his Swiss citizenship. 
In March 1933, after the Nazis had seized power, 
he renounced his German citizenship of his own 
accord. The socalled ‘‘deprivation”’ of his citizen- 
ship by the Nazis was therefore only a farce. At 
the same time the Nazis accorded him the highest 
honor that they could possibly bestow on a person 
—as viewed by respectable people—in that they 
placed his name at the head of the first list of the 
opponents of the National Socialist system whom 
they expatriated from the Third Reich. 


Einstein’s personality which is permeated with a 
deep love of truth is best characterized by his tire- 
less efforts to harmonize his life with his convic- 
tions. His adoption of world citizenship was not 
mere lip service to a cause but led him to give up 
his German citizenship which was highly coveted 
before the war. Similarly he was not afraid, after 
the outbreak of the world war, to express his paci- 
fist convictions in the open and to combat the war 
disregarding the personal danger that such action 
involved. His pacifist activities in a time of the 
most venomous national hatred is, in a political 
sense, the most beautiful and glorious page in a 
life already filled with glory. 


While a great many “‘internationalists’” became 
obsessed with the war psychosis after the slaughter 
began in August, 1914, Einstein never wavered 
for a moment. He wrote to a former colleague of 
his expressing his feeling of disgust at the out- 
break of the war: ‘Imagine, someone has con- 
cocted the idiotic idea, ‘Serbia, you must die!’ 
(Serbien, Du musst sterbien) and the entire nation 
sings, talks and howls the same nonsense. They 
believe that in a couple of weeks they will dispose 
of France and England and then they will under- 
take a marauding to Moscow and India. We 
have had French and English colleagues at the 
university. No professor will now shake hands 
with them; they have been put to shame, outraged 
and driven away. Only a few months ago those 
same professors enthusiastically applauded. the 
great scientist and philosopher Emile Boutroux 
who spoke at the university of Berlin pleading for 
conclusive reconciliation between Germany and 
France. A new greeting has sprung up, ‘God pun- 
ish England,’ and one who does not respond prop- 
erly with ‘May He bless Potsdam,’ is risking being 
stoned alive. A question was being passed around 
whether Shakespeare should be played in the Ger- 
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man theatres and many answered ‘No.’ Never 
has a German crowd been so jubilant as when they 
heard the call ‘Arise and march against England!’ 
Never have happier people approached the sea- 
shore. Harden commanded unscrupulous war- 
fare, while quoting Von Kleist’s words: ‘Beat 
them to death. The world court will not question 
your motives.’ And there was a popular song 
with the edifying exhortation, “Turn into a desert 
the belt of lands around you.’ It is remarkable 
that they protest indignantly at reports of German 
atrocities in Belgium. Almost everyone has been 
caught in the frenzy and dispassionate scientists 
talk like drunkards.” Einstein belonged to the 
group of liberals and socialists (very small at 
first) who refused to give any support to the war 
and who launched a fight against chauvinism in 
spite of the danger to their life and freedom. In 
the circles of his war enthusiastic colleagues he 
was regarded almost as a revolutionist and a 
traitor to his fatherland. 


Einstein was not satisfied to step aside at the be- 
ginning of the struggle and to submerge in his 
scientific work. At the very beginning of the war 
he began to warn against its horrors. After the 
German defeat at the Marne he published a state- 
ment in one of the Swiss papers in which he 
warned against the illusion that the war would end 
soon but that all states would make endless sacri- 
fices and that no one would gain from the peace 
treaties. However, the voice of reason did not go 
very far in those days; a strict censorship made it 
impossible to publish anything against war. Its 
opponents gained a wider hearing in October, 
1914 when 93 German scholars and artists issued 
their ill-famed statement which was received with 
much approbation as well as with disapproval. In 
that manifesto it was emphatically declared that 
Germany was not to blame for the outbreak of the 
war and the civilized world was asked to believe 
that German militarism was the guardian of the 
nation’s culture. It then became known that Ein- 
stein had refused to sign that statement. The 
Leipziger Neusten Nachrichten threatened: ‘‘Re- 
member this fellow, German students, and settle 
your accounts with him even if he dares again to 
occupy a chair in a German university.” And they 
remembered it indeed. They took advantage 
later, at one of his lectures in Berlin, to abuse him. 
Occasionally he was hissed by anti-Semitic 
students. 


But Einstein was not content with merely refus- 
ing to sign the statement of the professors. He 
felt it was his duty to issue a counter statement and 
he drew up together with Professor G. P. Nicolai 
and Privy Councilor Wilhelm Foerster a counter 
manifesto in which an appeal was made to those 
who are what Goethe once almost prophetically 
called ‘good Europeans.” This manifesto issued 
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from the point of view that there exist inter- 
national relations among peoples and that there is 
therefore also a universal civilization; that the war 
had interrupted cooperation among the nations 
and that it was the duty of the representatives of 
the arts and sciences not to fall prey to inexcusable 
national passions but to come to the defense of the 
European civilization and work for a union of 
Europeans. 


Unfortunately, the few opponents of war that 
could still be found among scholars and artists 
after the outbreak of hostilities could not agree on 
the formulation and motivation of the manifesto 
as proposed by Einstein, and therefore they had to 
abandon the idea of issuing a counter statement by 
important representatives of art and science. 


At the end of 1914, the war opponents formed 
various organizations. Einstein was one of the 
chartered members of the “Bund Neues Vater- 
land,” at whose helm were placed men of the 
nobility class in order that the organization should 
not appear from the very start obnoxious to the 
military authorities. At that time, since the press 
was put under military censorship, and open meet- 
ings of pacifists were prohibited, the more-or less 
secret gatherings of that Bund were almost the 
only way of learning about the true causes of the 
world war and Germany’s guilt therein, or about 
the European situation in general. I recall vari- 
ous meetings of the Bund in Berlin, which took 
place in the back rooms of a cafe, or at times in 
private homes. At those gatherings we learned 
the truth from Socialists, such as the members of 
the Reichstag, Eduard Bernstein and Hugo 
Haase, or from such liberals as Helmuth von Ger- 
lach. At one of these gatherings in an art gallery, 
I met Einstein for the first time. At that meeting, 
the great actress, Tilly Durieux, who like the fam- 
ous actor, Alexander Moisi, belonged to our circle, 
recited from pacifist works. To this day, I can 
still see before me the small community of war op- 
ponents, who being deeply moved by the recitation, 
were strengthened in their opposition to war, and 
vowed to continue their struggle against war 
despite all danger. 


Through the “Bund Neues Vaterland,” Ein- 
stein learned about the courageous stand taken 
against war by the French writer Romain Rolland, 
and he forthwith wrote him from Berlin on March 
22nd, 1915, the following letter: “I am eager to 
express to you my unqualified admiration and deep 
regret. May your splendid example rouse other 
fine men from the (to me) incomprehensible delu- 
sion which has gripped even able and otherwise 
deep-feeling and sharp-thinking people like a mal- 
ignant, epidemic disease! Are we to permit later 
centuries to say, in reciting the achievements of the 
Europe of our times, that three centuries of the 
most laborious cultural efforts advanced it no fur- 
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ther than from religious insanity to nationalistic 
insanity? Even the learned of the various coun- 
tries behave as if eight months ago they had their 
gray-matter carved out. I place at your disposal 
my poor abilities in case you think I can be of any 
service to you because of my place of residence or 
my connections with German and foreign 
scientists.” 

It did not take long before the military author- 
ities became aware of the “Bund Neues Vater- 
land.” At first, the Bund was prohibited to issue 
any communications to non-members, later, how- 
ever, it was forbidden to release any news even to 
members. The office of the Bund was searched 
time and again. Its secretary was arrested and 
kept in jail for 14 weeks without even letting her 
know the reason for her arrest. Later, her succes- 
sor was also arrested and deprived of freedom for 
4 months. On February 7, 1916, the Bund was 
prohibited to carry on any activity in line with its 
aim for the rest of the duration of the war. The 
members of the Bund could conduct certain paci- 
fist activities only as individuals. Nevertheless, 
pacifism grew among the German people each day 
the war continued. The pacifists who were then 
closely allied with the left socialists, became a 
strong power. 

The activity of the Bund culminated in the fam- 
ous petition presented by it, together with other 
peace organizations, to the German Reichstag on 
April 20th, 1917. That document issued from 
the point of view that the Russian revolution had 
created new possibilities for making peace. The 
authors of the petition demanded: 

1. The conclusion of peace with the new and free 
Russia without infringing upon the territorial 
integrity of the Russian State. 

2. The announcement of the German conditions 
for peace. 

3. The support of a policy of international under- 
standing through the creation of an “Inter- 
national League for Peace,”’ and of a mutual 
agreement to limit armaments with the aim of 
reaching universal disarmament. 

4. The revival of German internal political life in 
accordance with the desires and needs of the 
German people. 

It was clear that the government of the Kaiser 
would not tolerate the distribution of such a peti- 
tion. But it was printed secretly by pacifists and 
international Socialists and distributed among 
wide circles. In any event, the government re- 
acted with greater suppression of the peace move- 
ment. 

The pacifists resumed their public activities in 
1918 after the German Revolution put an end to 
the bloodshed. It then appeared that the nations 
could come more readily to a mutual understand- 
ing. Einstein became active again. He had, then, 
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been world famous as a scholar, and his voice was 
heeded in all parts of the globe. 


Only a man like Einstein, who remained an in- 
ternationalist during the war, could counteract the 
boycott that French, English and American schol- 
ars promoted after the war against the German 
professors. Einstein was in the position to break 
this boycott and he succeeded in re-establishing in- 
ternational cooperation. Nobody was better able 
than he to collect money abroad for the reparation 
of German laboratories and clinics which had lost 
all their financial means during the war. 


In the post war period Einstein had laid great 
hope on the United States for the continued devel- 
opment of pacifism. He regarded America as the 
one country which was “already in advance of all 
other nations in the matter of internationalism. It 


41 


has what might be called an international psyche.” 

After the rise of the dictatorships, Einstein, like 
all thinking pacifists became convinced that with 
the change of circumstances it was no longer pos- 
sible to attain anything only by a negative attitude 
toward military organizations and war. Refusing 
to do military service could possibly be effective as 
long as there were actual democratic governments 
in all of the bigger countries. At present, Einstein 
is convinced that only active organizational meas- 
ures of an international character may succeed in 
establishing international security and in combat- 
ting war. Such measures, he believes, must in 
themselves be backed by organizations possessing 
military force. 


Thus Einstein has remained to this day, as he 
was before and during the war, a militant pacifist. 


The Musician In Einstein 


HE MAN who; in 1930, descended the gang- 

plank of a small boat in San Pedro, could 
just as well have been taken for a famous violinist 
as a famous scientist. Holding his violin case in 
one hand, his hat in the other, his bushy hair 
blowing in the wind, he created the impression 
of being an artist. In fact, he suggested three 
famous violinists—Wilhelmi, Sarasate, and Ysaye. 
However, neither the artistic appearance nor the 
violin case had anything to do with the enthusiastic 
greeting from the excited crowd at the pier, for 
it was the scientist and not the violinist Einstein 
who was being welcomed to this country which he 
had chosen as his new home. 


Since people at large have a closer connection 
with music than with the science of relativity, it 
is easy to understand that they have been curious 
about Professor Einstein as musician from the 
time he first played for charity. Moreover, a 
great deal of the publicity given to this great man 
has been devoted to his violin. 


To Professor Einstein himself, music is actually 
more than a pastime. His violin playing, his 
sailing, and his pipe are his three mediums for 
recreation and relaxation from scientific work. 
But little as he might have thought of challenging 
Sir Lipton as sailor, so little did he think of chal- 
lenging the professional artist as violinist. The 
fact that he willingly consented to participate in 
concerts was the outcome of his sincere desire to 
help the needy ones for whom such concerts were 
arranged. In spite of his modesty and shyness, 
it was always the purpose which he put above the 
sacrifice. 
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However, Einstein does not need to be retiring 
about his violin playing. It is true that concertiz- 
ing in our highly competitive times requires great- 
er technical study than even the average scientist 
could devote, let alone the man with the mission 
of Einstein. Yet, in his violin playing one can 
detect an excellent musical training, supported by 
a musicianship that is most unusal for a non-pro- 
fessional. While conducting Bach’s Double Con- 
certo in a charity performance played by Albert 
Einstein and Toscha Seidel, I had the experience 
of discovering that his interpretation, his clean 
attack, and his natural response to the orchestra 
were unusual, and with more understanding than 
many professional musicians display. 


The tremendous publicity which Professor 
Einstein has received, the endless demands and 
requests for his presence wherever charitable or- 
ganizations were looking for an unusually attrac- 
tive “centerpiece”, as Mrs. Einstein used to call 
him, are in strict contrast to the simplicity and 
modesty which are so intrinsically a part of the 
scientist’s nature. Even at those times when his 
mind has been strongly opposed to accepting an 
appearance, his heart has never let him refuse. 
To more than one of these functions he went, very 
much in the spirit of a trip to the guillotine, and 
more than once did I hear him say: “Now I am 
going on the trapeze.” It may be that he felt the 
same way about going on a stage with his violin, 
but, as I said before, the desire to help was always 
more important to him than the personal sacrifice 
that went with it. 
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His modesty in regard to his violinistic achieve- 
ment can be expressed in his own little poem 
which he wrote me in German: 

Just because you fiddle every day 
Doesn’t mean that you can play. 

Bluff is always unseasonable 

And in music most unreasonable. 


The amateur may play at will 

Even though he lacks the skill, 

But he should, for peace of neighbors, 
Close his windows while he labors. 

Eugen d’Albert, the famous pianist, whose per- 
formances in later years were not always free of 
technical mistakes, once asked me, after one of 
his concerts: ‘Did you see any notes fall under 
the piano? Well,’—and here the little man 
paused—“If a man is a great artist, he is allowed 
to make mistakes; if he is not a great artist, he 
has no right to perform at all.” This statement 
has come to my mind more than once while 
listening to Professor Einstein, not in regard to 
wrong notes, for Einstein’s playing is free of 
mistakes. I refer to his technical limitations, in 
contrast to his unlimited artistic qualities. 

It is not known by many people that Professor 
Einstein plays the piano. Unobserved by him, I 
listened a number of times while he improvised. 
I felt that these hours at the piano gave him the 
greatest delight. The inventive spirit in the scient- 
ist Einstein found in this instrument a relaxing 
outlet. An unusual clarity, a fine musical inspira- 
tion, and an astounding naturalness of form char- 
acterized his improvisations. Although his de- 
velopments clashed occasionally with his lack of 
technical equipment, he never lost control over 
form and beauty of harmony. This was an artist 
expressing himself. 

Very few people are permitted to live outside 
the sphere of the struggle which plays such an 
essential part in the creative and recreative expres- 
sion in art. Albert Einstein is certainly one of 
these few, for his life has been, more or less, set 
apart and secluded. His approach to music re- 
mains simple and pure. He is impressed, there- 
fore, by works which unmistakably reflect the 
ease with which they were created, thus showing 
a fine appreciation for the highest type of genius. 
Taking the technical equipment of a great com- 
poser for granted, Einstein makes a clear distinc- 
tion between genuinely felt, fluently composed 
masterworks and those compositions which were 
created under the influence of more human ele- 
ments, the influence of brain or worldly ex- 
perience. 

Einstein’s opinions on music are not meant to be 
quoted from. They are, however, of great in- 
terest in regard to their natural response and their 
complete lack of sophistication. His pros and 
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contras are backed by the artist in him, to whom 
music appears more as a sixth sense than a 
human creation growing out of an _ inherited 
potentiality. 


Every conception of music is governed by the 
world in which a person lives, and it is, therefore, 
not necessary to agree with all of Professor Ein. 
stein’s opinions. But realizing his almost super- 
natural approach te aesthetic problems and crea- 
tions, it is frequently inspiring to learn from him 
why he feels closer to Bach, Mozart, and Schubert 
than to Handel, Schumann, Brahms, Wagner, etc. 
He detects, with fine understanding, the slightest 
deviation from perfect genius. In Bach, Mozart, 
and Schubert, Einstein finds that genuine and 
musically pure expression for which his senses 
are most appreciative. Although he realizes the 
giant in Beethoven, he finds his music too personal, 
his fighting spirit, dominated by his eventful life, 
too obvious in his creations. In Handel, he 
realizes the musical perfection, but, at the same 
time, he feels a lack of depth, a reflection of 
practical disposition, and frequently an insufficient 
responsibility toward his genius. | Schumann’s 
charming and melodious originality finds a great 
admirer in Professor Einstein, but he misses a 
grandeur of form in his works. In contrast with 
Schumann, Einstein admits a fine sense of archi- 
tecture in Mendelssohn’s music, but, on the other 
hand, here too he does not find enough depth of 
musical thought. Wagner’s vastness as a creator 
and his original and beautiful inventions are 
greatly respected by Professor Einstein, but in 
his music he misses the architectural structure, 
and the sincerity which was lacking in Wagner as 
a man. He recognizes the greatness of Richard 
Strauss, but he does not find in his music that in- 
ner truth, which to him is such an essential part 
of music. And while Einstein has an appreciative 
ear for the rippling, colorful musical palette of 
Debussy, he feels in his music a lack of structure. 


In the endless chain of musical discussions, Ein- 
stein’s arguments have always been accompanied 
by logical reasoning. It is, therefore, especially in- 
teresting that he has not yet discovered the great- 
ness of Johannes Brahms, whose great message in 
music is almost indisputably established, and whose 
characteristics as a tender soul are so parallel to 
those of Professor Einstein. If a great biographer 
like Max Chop concludes, among many other musi- 
cologists, that “in Brahms everything is pure, 
deep, true, and genuine,” and when we read and 
know about the same qualities in Einstein, we ar- 
rive at a rather difficult task when we try to define 
the strange fact that Brahms is not listed among 
Einstein’s preferred composers. There are many 
fine musicians who have not yet found their way to 
Brahms. However, I dare say that their lack of 
understanding is due to their deficiency in natural 












res 
Eir 
be: 
ery 
col 
no’ 
cla 
am 
or 

re} 


to 


je 
ol 


all 








‘IER 


nom 
na 
ited 


the 
ore, 
Ein- 
per- 
rea- 
him 
bert 
etc. 
itest 
art, 
and 
nses 
the 
nal, 


life, 


ame 
. of 
ient 
nn’s 
reat 
Sa 
vith 
‘chi- 
ther 
1 of 
ator 
are 
t in 
ure, 
r as 
ard 


art 
tive 
- of 
ure. 
#in- 
ried 
 in- 
eat- 
e in 
ose 
| to 
her 
usi- 
ure, 
and 
ar- 
fine 


ong 
any 
y to 
. of 
ral 











JUNE, 1939 


response to genius, a quality which is so strong in 
Einstein. I, therefore, feel that there is still a 
beautiful and great field open for Einstein’s discov- 
ery of Brahms. It may be that the boldness and 
counterpointal complication of Brahms’ music has 
not seemed fitting in Professor Einstein’s sphere of 
classical favorites. However, there is hardly one 
among us who has not experienced an indifference 
or actual dislike for a composition which, through 
repeated hearing, later became a favorite. 

Logical or theoretical problems do not enter in- 
to Einstein’s reaction to music. He is not inter- 


Einstein’s Scientific 


INSTEIN’S GREATEST scientific achieve- 

ments have all been in the field of theoretic 
physics and he would be the last man in the world 
to claim to have made any direct contributions in 
the field of philosophy. While his keen mind is 
extraordinarily sensitive to the general bearings of 
scientific work, his good sense and genuine 
modesty make him always cautious in committing 
himself on any philosophic generalizations beyond 
his special domain. When once asked, after a 
public lecture, to state the relation between the 
theory of relativity and a certain regnant philo- 
sophic doctrine, he replied, “if the theory of rela- 
tivity is true, all sound philosophies will agree with 
it.” It is not, to be sure, difficult for those who 
are familiar with the dominant currents of our in- 
tellectual life, to find in Einstein’s utterances the 
influence of Ernest Mach and of the general posi- 
tivistic view that theories are mere constructions 
of the mind which sometimes happen to fit the 
facts of observation. But he does not devote any 
critical attention to this view, and it does not de- 
termine the direction of his scientific researches. 
Quite wisely, he has remarked that if you wish to 
understand the nature of scientific procedure, do 
not listen to what any scientist says, but watch 
what he does. This caution is of the utmost im- 
portance if we are to avoid both (1) the popular 
illusion that the theory of relativity contains some 
mystic “‘message” which, if understood, will trans- 
fer the common man’s view of life and destiny, 
and (2) the fallacies of those who claim that it 
supports certain metaphysical theories such as that 
of Bergson or other idealists.- The men who have 
tried to do that, such as the late Lord Haldane 


and Professor Wildon Carr have misapprehended - 


completely the nature of relativity as a physical 
principle. The latter is to be tested by specific ob- 
jective experiments and has nothing to do with the 
old theory of the relativity and the subjectivity of 
all human knowledge. 
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ested in the musical means or the period in which 
a work was created. What is nearest to his heart 
and what makes him react favorably is clarity in 
structure, sincerity in creation, and beauty of 
sound. The same is true of his playing and impro- 
vising. 

It may very well be the case that, had Einstein 
turned to music as a profession, he might have be- 
come a famous musician. Fortunately for the 
world, he did not. For in music he might have be- 
come one of the leaders, whereas in science there is 
only one Einstein. 


Work 


In Einstein’s original, or special theory of rela- 
tivity, a novel but convincing analysis of time and 
space measurement is used to explain the results of 
the Michelson Morley experiment and other phys- 
ical puzzles not otherwise satisfactorily explained. 
Even more important is the fact that Einstein thus 
succeeds in uniting the two great branches of phys- 
ics, namely mechanics and electricity, by modifying 
Newton’s laws of motion to make them fit with 
Maxwell’s fundamental equation of the electric 
field. He thus cleared the air of all the compli- 
cated and profoundly unsatisfactory theories of 
the aether. In his later or general theory of rela- 
tivity, he further simplified our knowledge of 
nature by eliminating the necessity for gravitation 
as a special force and reducing it to a property of 
space in the neighborhood of masses. Though 
this theory proceeds on general grounds and 
makes no hypothesis as to the hidden structure of 
matter, it is still a physical theory, and this is 
shown by the fact that it enables us to predict spe- 
cific phenomena such as the bending of light rays 
or the shift of certain lines in the spectrum. 

Yet, though the theory of relativity is thus 
properly a chapter of physics, and can be fully un- 
derstood only by those who have the requisite 
mathematical and other technical knowledge, it is 
not devoid of philosophic significance. For ever 
since men have been interested in the physical cos- 
mos wherein they are located, the nature of time 
and space has gripped their attention. And on 
this Einstein has thrown a new flood of light. 

Men had always assumed that time and space 
were separate and independent and that there was 
but one time for all phenomena throughout space. 
Translated into physical terms this means that 
there can be an absolute clock with which all local 
clocks can be made to agree, just as all yardsticks 
can be compared with the standard yardstick 
located in the Bureau of Standards in Washington. 
Einstein’s analysis of the nature of measurement 


® by Morris R. Cohen 
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and of communication through light signals shows 
that this is impossible. Two events which are 
simultaneous in one physical system are not simul- 
taneous in any system that is in motion relative to 
the first. The result of thus developing the prin- 
ciple of relativity to its logical conclusion is to up- 
set the modern view as to the issue between the 
Copernican and the Ptolemaic Astronomy. If all 
motion is relative, then despite the work of Gali- 
leo and Newton, it makes no difference in the fact 
referred to whether we say that the sun moves 
around the earth, or the earth around the sun. 
We can take our center of co-ordinates in either 
body and describe all the motions accurately. 
Though the Copernican description is simpler, 
Galileo had no right to claim that it was the only 
true one. (Ironically enough, that is substantially 
what Cardinal Belarmine urged him to admit. ) 


The paradoxes which so many have found in the 
theory of relativity are difficulties which the objec- 
tors encounter because they do not fully under- 
stand and accept the theory. In discussing it they 
implicitly bring in inconsistent elements from the 
older theory and in their confusion they attribute 
the inconsistency to the new theory. This is a 
familiar weakness of the human mind. The Eng- 
lish mathematician De Morgan cites an amusing 
but instructive instance of it. An M. P., speaking 
against the substitution of the decimal for the duo- 
decimal system in English coinage, eloquently por- 
trayed the absurdity of an old woman selling 
apples, and trying to give change from a shilling 
on the decimal system—ignoring of course the 
fact that in a decimal system there would be no 
shilling of twelve pence. 


It is a natural popular error to restrict Ein- 
stein’s scientific work to the theory of relativity. 
He has written almost one hundred papers in 
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various other fields of physical science. His earli- 
est work, on the theory of Brownian movements, 
proved epoch-making and of even greater general 
importance is his formulation of what is known to- 
day as-the photo-electric law. There are few 
branches of physical chemistry in which his influ. 
ence is not felt. In regard to the quantum theory 
(that energy is discrete, like hard peas, and not 
continuous, like soup) which has revolutionized 
modern physics even more than has the theory of 
relativity, Einstein may be said to be the co- 
founder with Planck. It was Einstein’s genius for 
getting behind the multiplicity of facts at very 
simple principles and formulating them with 
amazing clarity which enabled the quantum theory 
to make such headway. 


_In the newer quantum or wave mechanics, Ein- 
stein has not been a very active participant. He 
has for a number of years plowed his own furrow 
in trying to formulate the most universal laws of 
physics so as to include the equations for the gravi- 
tational and electric fields. This looks today like 
an almost impossible task and the current of scien- 
tific opinion is either dubious or uninterested in his 
endeavor. And it must be admitted that after 
many years his work along this line has not yet 
come to fruition. But he was alone when he was 
trying to formulate the relativity theory. And the 
history of science shows that one may work for 
many years amidst doubts or neglect and event- 
ually succeed in producing something of revolu- 
tionary importance. Whether Einstein will suc- 
ceed or not in formulating his unitary field theory, 
only the future will tell. But that his work so far 
puts him in the same rank with men like Archi- 
medes, Kepler, Galileo, Newton and Maxwell, 
history seems to have already decided. 


Einstein On Zionism 


N 1922, when it became known that Einstein 
had become interested in the Zionist movement, 
and the Jewish press even called him a Zionist, he 
was asked how he, who had always pointed to the 
danger of nationalism, could suddenly declare him- 
self a Jewish nationalist. His answer was: “If 
someone who has both arms insists on saying ‘I 
have a right arm,’ he is a chauvinist. But a per- 
son who has lost his right arm, must try unrelent- 
ingly to compensate his loss. That is why I am a 
Jewish nationalist. The Jewish people lacks the 
most primitive conditions of life; it has a right to 
create for itself in Palestine the conditions for its 
free development.” 


® by Kurt Blumenfeld 


How deeply Einstein understood the Jewish 
question is indicated in an appeal that he issued to 
the Jews in Hungary in which he says: “‘the great- 
est enemy of Jewish national consciousness and 
Jewish dignity is well fed degeneration, that is, in- 
difference resulting from wealth and luxurious liv- 
ing, as well as a kind of inner dependence on the 
non-Jewish world which grows out of a laziness in 
the Jewish community. The best in man can flour- 
ish only when he grows up in a community. Then 
how great must be the moral danger to a Jewish 
person who has severed his ties with his own 
people and is regarded an alien by his master 
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people! Enough of contemptible, unhappy ego- 
tism has grown out of such a situation. 

‘The external pressure that is now being exert- 
ed against the Jewish people is particularly great. 
Yet this very suffering has been a boon to us. We 
have witnessed a revival of Jewish communal life 
that the past generation did not even dream about. 
Devoted and far-sighted leaders, who have been 
influenced by the awakened spirit of Jewish soli- 
darity, have promoted the colonization work in 
Palestine under seemingly insurmountable difficul- 
ties, yet with such remarkable success that I have 
no doubt of its permanent results. This work is of 
supreme value to the Jews of the world as a whole. 
Palestine will become the cultural center of all the 
Jews, and it will be a haven of refuge for the most 
oppressed, a field of activity for the best among us, 
a unifying ideal and a source of inner wholesome- 
ness to the Jews the world over. 

‘Jews of Hungary, show that you do not stand 
aloof from your brethren in the rest of the 
world!” 

In a letter to Pinchas Ruthenberg, Einstein ex- 
presses his attitude toward Jewish youth, the pion- 
eers and the revival of the Jewish people through 
labor. This letter is particularly interesting as it 
is a message to Ruthenberg in connection with his 
planned visit to the United States. Einstein 
writes: 

“I have seen our youth in Palestine engaged in 
hard, persevering labor which could be made eas- 
ier and more productive through better equipment 
and preparation. I have seen how the small but 
most valiant group of pioneers in Dagania had to 
carry a burden of debts which could be easily re- 
moved by their inspired brethren abroad. Their 
struggle, as well as the struggle of the others must 
be alleviated. Above all, their bodies must be pro- 
tected for they are sacrificing themselves for the 
spirit and honor of the entire Jewish people. 

‘‘We must show that we are a people which still 
possesses enough power and will to live in order to 
create a great work that will become the unifying 
center and mainstay of our future generations. 
The land shall be for us and our progeny what the 
Temple was for our ancestors. 

“T have often seen that when a Jew has felt this 
deeply, he joyfully offered his enegry in service to 
the cause. May you succeed in awakening the dor- 
mant and in kindling the spirit of those who are 
awake.” 

Einstein took a stand on most questions pertain- 
ing to Zionism and Jewish life. He has known of 
Herzl’s work which he characterized in a letter ad- 
dressed to the Zionist magazine Selbstwehr in Pra- 
gue, on the occasion of its jubilee, as follows: 
“Herzl recognized with the vision of a genius that 
the Palestine enterprise would give the Jewish 
people a new feeling of belonging together, a new 
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content and new self esteem. It is up to us not 
only to participate in this enterprise, but to adhere 
to the noble sentiment that inspired its founder.” 
He understood that Herzl introduced into the 
Jewish world the idea that Zionism is in the first 
instance a matter of human character. 

Einstein did not know much of Jewish tradition, 
but he appreciated what the Jewish past might of- 
fer to the Jewish present. He therefore sought 
eagerly to obtain knowledge and information from 
scholars in the Hebrew language and in Jewish lit- 
erature. A friend of mine, who is religious, once 
said that Einstein had no sense for religious prob- 
lems. I asked Einstein what was his attitude to- 
ward religion, and he formulated it in his simple 
creative manner, as follows: “Certainly, I am reli- 
gious, for I am always conscious of an absolute de- 
pendence and yet I am comfortable in that 
feeling.” 

In a preface which he wrote to a Hebrew trans- 
lation of the theory of relativity, Einstein revealed 
how much he appreciated the Hebrew language. 
In that preface he said: “The appearance of my 
booklet in the language of our fathers fills me with 
particular joy. It indicates the transformation 
that this language has undergone. It is no longer 
limited to expressing matters pertaining to our 
nation for the use of our people, but is capable of 
enibracing everything that is of interest to man- 
kind. It constitutes an important factor in our 
striving toward independence.” 

Toward the end of the World War, I had the 
pleasure of speaking with Einstein about Zionism 
and of gaining his support for Zionist activity. At 
that time only the specialists among his colleagues 
knew of his scientific accomplishments, but the 
great mass of laymen knew nothing of his unique 
importance. A certain incident brought me to 
Einstein who was at the time warming up to the 
Zionist idea only gradually and after long deliber- 
ation. He joined the movement when he felt that 
it was actually a matter of a struggle for spiritual 
freedom, for human rejuvenation, and when he be- 
came convinced that the conquest of Eretz Israel 
for the Jewish people was a conquest through 
labor and that the movement was free from ten- 
dencies of profiteering and exploitation. Later he 
learned of the Arab problem. When opponents 
of Zionism urged him to investigate whether the 
Jewish “invasion” did not harm the Arabs who 
lived in Palestine, he retorted, alluding to a saying 
of Goethe’s, as follows: ‘“The Jewish people must 
live, and no one can prevent it from exercising its 
right to live. To live is to do injustice. We shall 
see to it that we do as little injustice as possible, 
but nobody can expect us to pursue this endeavor 
to the point of self annihilation.” 

An experience I had with Einstein is revealing 
of his attitude toward the Zionist Organization. I 
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received a lengthy telegram from Dr. Weizmann 
in which he requested that I induce Einstein to go 
to the United States in the interests of the Keren 
Hayesod and the Hebrew University. Einstein 
declined the invitation. He was then not yet con- 
nected with Palestine so closely that he should, 
for example, fully appreciate the importance of 
the University. He preferred to work in the in- 
terest of educational possibilities for Jewish youth 
in Eastern European countries. I did not succeed 
in refuting his arguments and I already thought 
that I would have to send to Weizmann Einstein’s 
negative reply. Before parting, I said: “I do not 
believe that we can weigh arguments against each 
other in this case. Our work can succeed when all 
of us are moved by a new spirit of national discip- 
line. I too know only part of Dr. Weizmann’s 
reasons. I do not know what he would say to you 
in my place. But I know that he has been entrust- 


The Leading Mind In 


N 1931 I introduced Professor Einstein to a dis- 

tinguished audience gathered in the Athenaeum 

at the California Institute of Technology, a gath- 

ering at which both Dr. Michelson and Dr. W. W. 

Campbell were speakers. I cannot now summarize 

his place in science better than in the words I then 
used, when I spoke as follows: 

“T now have the extraordinary pleasure of in- 
troducing Professor Einstein, but in doing so I 
wish to dispel a very common misconception, for 
the average man, who only knows science from 
afar, labors, I suspect, under the misunderstand- 
ing that we honor Einstein only because he was 
the author of the theory of relativity. Now, every 
physicist knows that the Nobel prize committee, 
which awarded him that honor in 1921, did not 
have to consider the theory of relativity at all in 
making that award. They might have given it on 
any one of at least four grounds, and the scientific 
world would have been unanimous in applauding 
the award on any one of them. I myself have the 
best of reasons for knowing which one of these 
four they actually chose, for the late Professor 
Gullstrand, the chairman of the Nobel committee, 
in making the 1923 award stated that it was the 
experimental verification of the Einstein photo- 
electric equation that removed all doubt as to its 
validity in the minds of the committee, so that 
they chose the first theoretical statement of that 
equation in 1905 by Professor Einstein as the 
basis of the award to him in 1921 and the ex- 
perimental verification thereof as the half basis of 
the 1923 award. Now, this equation has nothing 
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ed by the Jewish people with the responsibility of 
realizing the Zionist program. Not Dr. Weiz- 
mann, as an individual, but the president of the 
Zionist Organization has ordered me to persuade 
you to go to America, and I have the right to ex- 
pect that you subordinate your considerations to 
Dr. Weizmann’s decision.” Einstein replied: 
“You are right. If it were left to every one to be- 
have according to his own desires, it would be im- 
possible to accomplish any united enterprise. Tell 
Dr. Weizmann that I accept the invitation and will 
go to America.” 

And Einstein went—I think it was in 1921— 
for the first time, to the United States. 

I extend my greetings to Professor Einstein on 
the occasion of his sixtieth birthday, and I wish 
that the thoughts which he expressed about Zion- 
ism in speech and in writing may exert an influence 
on American Jewry. 


Modern Physics 


© by Robert A. Millikan 


whatever to do with relativity, but I think that all 
students of modern physics will agree that it is of 
quite as far-reaching significance as is relativity, 
or, indeed, as is anything that has appeared in 
modern physics, for it necessitated, as soon as it 
was firmly established, our return to at least a 
semi-corpuscular theory of the nature of radiant 
energy. The extraordinary penetration and bold- 
ness which Einstein showed in 1905 in accepting 
a new group of experimental facts and following 
them to what seemed to him to be their inevitable 
consequences, whether they were reasonable or 
not as gauged by the conceptions prevalent at the 
time, has never been more strikingly demonstrated. 

“Any small contributions that I myself may 
have made to the progress of physics have been 
largely in the nature of experimental verification 
of predictions contained in three theoretical equa- 
tions first set up by Einstein, and but one of these 
has had anything to do with relativity. The first 
of these was the Brownian movement equation 
(1905) whose verification by a number of ob- 
servers removed the last doubts as to the atomic 
theory of matter; the second was the afore-men- 
tioned photoelectric equation (also 1905), which 
changed radically our conception as to the nature 
of radiation; the third was the equation expressing 
the interconvertibility of mass and energy. This 
grew out of special relativity (also 1905) and it 
has recently predicted for me verifiable relations 
in the radio-active field. All these three are of 
equal significance, I think, with the predictions 
from the general theory of relativity, the experi- 
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An Einstein Anecdote 


T? JUDGE objectively a person whom we love 
is an almost impossible task, and especially so 
in the case of Albert Einstein. Everybody who 
has been close to him has been captured by his fas- 
cinating personality. The fact that friendly senti- 
ments might cloud the portrait induces me to re- 
sort to a little anecdote which was told me by Ein- 
stein himself, and which best illustrates—in my 
opinion—the outstanding features of his person- 
ality. 

“I just received,” said Einstein, ‘‘ a very inter- 
esting mathematical problem sent to me in a letter 
by a young scientist. He deducts a mathematical 
proposition which is undoubtedly correct and ori- 
ginal. He endeavors to prove the correctness of 


‘ 


his assumption mathematically — unfortunately 


there are two faulty arrangements in his calcula- 
tion. In spite of them he evinced the correct re- 
sult. He conceived the proposition emotionally 
but failed in its mathematical proof. I have cor- 
rected the calculation, but in order not to compete 
with the young man as to the priority of the cor- 
rect calculation—and so create a feeling of depen- 
dency in him—lI wrote him that the proposition is 
true but that my correction of his faulty calculation 
would be at his disposal any time he cared to have 
it. In such a way he retains the unrestricted prior- 
ity of the idea and can find the correct solution 
himself without becoming dependent on me.” 

In spite of the fact that Einstein’s mind is al- 
ways preoccupied by his own most intricate prob- 
lems, he pushes away his personal affairs and inter- 
rupts his subtle trains of thoughts to engage him- 
self deeply in problems of those who come to him 
for help. He always does this without considering 
the man’s standing or even asking who he is. He 
feels it his duty to assist anybody who asks for 
help. 

em often seen the heap of mail piled up on 
his desk every day. I not only wondered how he 
could find time to answer all the letters (and he 
does answer them conscientiously) but I cannot see 
how he can spare the time to go deeply into prob- 
lems presented to him in his mail and dealing with 
mathematics, social, legal, and political affairs, 
philosophical discussions (and not in an amateur- 
ish manner ) besides the manifold requests for help 








mental verification of which Dr. Campbell has 
just described. You can throw general relativity 
into the waste basket, if you will, and Professor 
Einstein’s position as the leading mind in the 
development of our modern physics would still 
remain unchallenged.” 


® by Gustav Bucky 


which are sometimes ridiculous or even impudent. 
A needy person according to Einstein has every 
right to occupy his valuable time. How he can 
crowd his work, his reading (which is extensive) 
and his help for others into a single day is a mys- 
tery. In his answers to those letters his readiness 
to help, his modesty and simplicity is expressed in 
a really touching manner as exemplified in the 
above story. 

What would the average man have done in his 
place? Most likely—if he was honest and willing 
to help he would have sent the correct calculation 
to the young man and—not asking for a reward of 
any kind—would have felt that he had done the 
right thing. Could Einstein’s delicacy of thought 
and feeling be expressed better than in leaving it 
to the young man whether he wanted to try again 
and to spare him the sense of defeat and by doing 
so to push his own person entirely into the back- 
ground? 

The outstanding features of Einstein’s personal- 
ity are this modesty and humaneness which are felt 
by the masses and represent the main sources for 
their enthusiastic love. 

In a short and aphoristic essay it is impossible to 
evaluate this unique being adequately but if we 
want to analyze the magic of his personality we 
can sum it up in the following formula: 

The Scientist—we respect. 

The Celebrity—we admire. 

The Philanthropist—we appreciate. 

But the Humanitarian—we love. 








To Albert Einstein 
Friend of Labor Palestine 
Our greetings and best wishes. 
Your idealism inspired us in the past. 
May it continue to guide us in the years to come. 


NATIONAL LABOR COMMITTEE 
FOR PALESTINE 


a 
JOSEPH SCHLOSSBERG, Chairman 
ISAAC HAMLIN, Secretary 
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: im GRADUATE Faculty for Political and 


Social Sciences or as it has come to be more 
popularly known, the University in Exile, was 
founded in October 1933. It was established not 
so much with a view to offering shelter and a 
haven to German refugee scholars, but primarily 
in order to preserve an institution or rather the 
idea of which this institution had for a long time 
been the embodiment. With the advent of barbar- 
ism in Germany, the German University as it had 
developed in a long tradition, together with many 
another institution of freedom, disappeared al- 
most overnight. Should it disappear forever? 
Or would it perhaps be worth some effort to trans- 
plant it to some other country where freedom of 
thought was still cherished? While plans probab- 
ly were being considered in many places and in 
many countries it remained for Dr. Alvin Johnson 
of the New School for Social Research to act and 
to act quickly. Deeply convinced that the trans- 
plantation to these shores of the German Univer- 
sity type of higher learning would, if successful, 
prove to be an enrichment of the existing Amer- 
ican type, he set out with the co-operation of Pro- 
fessor Emil Lederer, formerly of the Universities 
of Heidelberg and Berlin, to select a small group 
of social scientists from among the many scholars 
who had become available in that process of 
wholesale dismissal of the summer of 1933. Thus 
within a few months the “University in Exile” was 
born. The word “German University” was, how- 
ever, not meant in any narrow sense, but rather in 
the sense of being indicative of the long tradition 
of the whole of Western European civilization, 
and one Italian refugee scholar was likewise in- 
cluded among the “founding fathers.” 


Since then this “University” has functioned for 
almost six years. And although six years are a 
ridiculously short period in the development of an 
academic institution, it seems that in the brief span 
of these years this institution has slowly but firmly 
evolved a character of its own and, in so doing, 
has also succeeded in finding its particular place in 
the framework of the American University sys- 
tem. It would go far beyond the scope of this 
article to trace in detail its development or to ade- 
quately analyze in all its ramifications its present- 
day structure. A few pertinent facts, however, 
may be of interest. 

In its beginning the faculty consisted of four- 
teen members. At present it numbers twenty six. 
In addition to two Americans, it includes 18 Ger- 
mans, 3 Austrians, 2 Italians and 1 Spaniard. It 
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becomes ‘clear from these figures that the faculty 
has not only steadily expanded, but that it has at- 
tempted to do what it could to lend a helping hand 
whenever and wherever emergencies arose: as for 
example when Austria was overtaken by National 
Socialism, when in Italy the new anti-Semitic mea- 
sures were introduced, and finally in the catastro- 
phe of Republican Spain. ‘These actions, besides 
being an expression of the idea of solidarity 
among scholars irrespective of such matters as 
race, color, creed, or nationality, have had the in- 
cidental but very gratifying result of strengthening 
the European rather than the strictly German 
thread in the texture of the faculty. The mem- 
bers of the faculty are, it need not be said, first of 
all and last of all scholars. And it is according to 
their scholarly standard that they have been pri- 
marily chosen. However it is not unimportant to 
note that many of the members of the faculty have 
also had wide experience in the practical fields of 
life such as participation in administration and in 
governmental activities of the German Republic. 
And it is with particular pride that the faculty re- 
cords membership within its ranks of the former 
Ambassador to Washington of the Republic of 
Spain, who with a distinguished career as a scholar 
has joined extensive public activity in the service 
of his country. 

The branches of scientific activity in which mem- 
bers of the faculty are engaged, are the social 
sciences in the broadest sense of the word compris- 
ing economics as well as sociology, jurisprudence 
and philosophy. Whereas in the beginning the de- 
partment of Economics was by far the largest, the 
picture has of late slightly changed—the depart- 
ments of sociology and jurisprudence have been 
strengthened while the philosophy department has 
been notably enlarged with a view to offering a 
fully rounded training in philosophy. 

The number of students likewise has steadily 
grown each year. From a registration of 153 stu- 
dents in 1933 the number has increased to 418 stu- 
dents in the academic year 1938/39, representing 
110 American colleges and universities and 21 for- 
eign institutions; 113 are working toward their 
master’s degree and 55 toward their doctorate. 
25 master’s degrees and 2 doctor’s degrees have 
already been conferred by the faculty through the 
University of the State of New York. 

In books by individual members, in two collec- 
tive books written by the faculty as a whole, 
through the publication of a scientific quarterly, 
Social Research, which is in its sixth year of pub- 
lication, in large symposia conducted by faculty 
members, in innumerable lectures given at more 
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than one hundred American institutions, the mem- 
bers of this faculty have attempted to place their 
ideas before American audiences where they have 
commonly met with a most cordial and friendly 
response. 

But above all in their courses, in the intimate 
contact with their students, they have striven to do 
their part in the education of American youth and 
often of the American adult as well. No rigid sys- 
tem of rules regarding the question of the best 
educational method is established. ‘There are no 
blueprints to be followed in the actual educational 
work. There is freedom and it is left to the indi- 
vidual member to decide which road to follow. 
Yet underlying all these activities certain general 
principles are tacitly accepted by everyone. There 
is first the recognition that after a process of far- 
reaching specialization in the social sciences, the 
reverse process of again integrating them into a 
whole has become imperative; hence that coopera- 
tion among the various branches of the social 
sciences, somewhat humorously referred to as 
“cross-fertilization,”’ is made one of the first prin- 
ciples in educational activity. And there is, sec- 
ondly, the recognition that what America wants of 
its newest Americans is not simply that they copy 
the methods of American institutions, but that 
whatever European background, tradition, and ex- 
perience the individual member of this faculty may 
have, should be made fruitful in its application to 
new problems so that in the end a combination may 
be arrived at of European methods and ap- 
proaches with the new material that America 
presents. 


II. 


As laid down in the first section of its constitu- 
tion, the Graduate Faculty is founded “upon the 
principles of academic freedom and the rights and 
duties implicit in freedom of thought, inquiry, 
teaching, and publication.”” Two implications of 
these principles are especially emphasized: (1) 
‘Every member of the faculty as a scholar accepts 
the obligation to follow the truth wherever it may 
lead, regardless of personal consequences and (2) 
no member of the faculty can be a member of 
any political party which asserts the right to dic- 
tate in matters of science or scientific opinion.” 
There are no other principles to which a member 
of this faculty is pledged other than the principles 
of academic freedom. But this principle is inter- 
preted in a very fundamental sense as a moral 
principle of vital import which can neither be 
dodged nor shirked. One accepts it or rejects it. 
But once it has been accepted, one takes all the 
consequences that it necessarily entails. It is inter- 
esting to note that in a symposium ‘on Academic 
Freedom and Education, held on the occasion of 
the fourth anniversary of the faculty, the moral 
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aspect of the question was most emphatically en- 
joined. If one were to describe the gist of its 
meaning in two words, one would perhaps best ex- 
press it in the old Latin phrase: sapere aude (dare 
to know). 

The intellectual and moral position thus taken 
by the faculty, can easily be made the target of 
many attacks. These principles may be objected 
to on the ground that they were undoubtedly the 
basis for the academic life of Germany as well as 
of Italy, and yet did not prevent the German and 
Italian universities from submitting themselves to 
the standards of their new masters without even 
attempting to defend what they so clearly and un- 
qualifiedly were pledged to defend. Or the objec- 
tion may be made that in the midst of a moral 
revolution such as we are witnessing today, these 
principles have become incapable of application— 
left to them alone, men would be lost, and hence 
definite dogmatic positions must be taken in order 
to be able to fight the opponent on his own ground. 
Serious as these objections are, they miss the point. 
The German Universities, it is true, failed to do 
their duty, but this is proof only that individuals 
and institutions have failed. As for the principles, 
they remain valid. Never has the failure of men 
been a proof for or against the validity of the 
principles to which they adhered. In the matter of 
the second objection, it is stubbornly and almost 
dogmatically maintained by this faculty that once 
you give up the principle of intellectual freedom 
you are undermining the very foundations of intel- 
lectual and spiritual life. There are, to be sure, 
many fronts on which to fight the moral rebellion 
that is sweeping the world. And many practical 
political decisions must always be made but they 
become meaningless once you abandon the inner 
bastion of your fight—intellectual freedom. 


ITI. 


What possible meaning can the existence of an 
institution such as the Graduate Faculty have to 
the exiled scholar? I am not speaking of the pos- 
sibilities that it may or may not have in terms of 
human happiness or in terms of new opportunities 
for those who stood vis a vis de rien. And I am 
not here arguing either the relative merits of the 
various ways in which European scholars have 
been absorbed in this country. All I wish to say is 
that the “University in Exile” has offered most 
splendid opportunities to its individual members as 
well as to the group as a whole to hasten the pro- 
cess of adaptation and adjustment to which every 
exile and especially the exiled scholar must needs 
subject himself if he wishes to become a useful 
member of his new community. In point of fact 
this process has been brought to a point where 
these exiled scholars do not consider themselves as 
“exiles” any longer in the strict sense of the word 
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but again feel themselves to be at home. The 
term “University in Exile,” however excellent an 
expression it may be, seems thus somewhat mis- 
leading and certainly cannot be applied any longer 
as far as the members of this faculty are con- 
cerned. What is in exile, is only the idea of the 
free German university. 

What is perhaps even more important, is that 
this institution, composed as it is of so many 
nationalities, is a truly international bulwark, fur- 
thering in a peculiar manner the realization that 
beyond the differences and varieties in national, 
political, and cultural aspects of the various 
groups, there is a world which transcends all these 
boundaries, which knows no potentates nor prin- 
cipalities, which is common to all men, and which 
of old has come to be known as the world of the 
spirit. 


Chicago, Ill. 
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ASCH AND SINGER 


SONG OF THE VALLEY, by Sholem Asch. Translated 
by Ella Krauch. 245 pp. New York: G. P. Put- 
nam’s Sons. $2.00. 

EAST OF EDEN, by I. J]. Singer. Translated by Maurice 
Samuel. 403 pp. New York: Alfred A. Knopf. 
$2.50. 








HE TASK of reviewing “Song of the Valley” and 

“East of Eden” together, brings to mind a contro- 
versy which raged hot and heavy in the pages of avant- 
garde periodicals and reviews not very long ago. The 
subject was that of the collective novel versus the novel 
whose concern is with the individual. There were those 
who argued that, since the trend in present day life was 
toward collectivism, the novel, if it is to reflect the con- 
temporary scene faithfully, must also become collective 
in its emphasis, and must take the group or mass as its 
hero. Others argued that, whereas in economic, political, 
and social analysis, the mass, the group, or the class, may 
be a useful category, it is a category alien to the art of the 
novel, whose dialectic must be in terms of the individual. 
The controversy has by this time gathered a good growth 
of moss, but its repercussions may still be distinguished in 
some critical writing today. 

Asch’s ‘Song of the Valley” is a “collective novel’. It 
has two heroes: The Emek (valley), swampy, malarial, 
swarming with insects, poinsonous lizards, and rank, 
parasitic vegetation; and the &vxtzah (collective) which 
sets out to conquer the Emek with little more than na- 
tionalist idealism, dogged obstinacy, and faith in the 
sanctity of labor. The settlers experience disease and 
death, drought and a merciless rainstorm, marriage and 
birth, the first sprouting of grain, an Arab attack, cour- 
ageous perseverance and weak withdrawal, and finally, the 
arrival of another kvutzah to attack the Emek from another 
direction. One reads on in hope that somewhere the book 
will achieve the epic dimensions for which it reaches, but 
the characters rarely attain the vibrancy of life, and the 
words hardly ever glow with the incandescence of poetry. 

Chaimowitsch and Sarah, the two major figures in the 
book, are at best abstractions drawn out of the experience 
of the pre-war and early post-war years in Palestine. Little, 
lame Yossel sometimes becomes flesh and blood. The two 
most credible people are minor in the movement of the 
story. One is Hannah, whose tragic experience during 
the Russian revolution left a trauma which only work 
and a man’s real love could heal. The other is Shlomoh 
Murawski, whose cynicism, barn’ of miserable homeless- 
ness in his youth, softens under the therapeutic impact of 
“home” and the feeling of belonging. Only the Emek is 
teal. Inscrutable, it lies ready to engulf its prey. 

“Song of the Valley” lacks the strength which Asch’s 
other work has. It is difficult to conquer the impression 
that this is in a sense a work of duty. Asch felt the com- 
pulsion to create a hymn to Eretz Israel, to Jewish labor, 
to Jewish regeneration; but behind the music of the hymn, 
the sermon is too often discernible. Perhaps, Asch’s heart 
is too near to the whole enterprise, and he is rendered in- 
capable of that detached perspective which is an imperative 
in every work of art. The novel of twentieth century 
Eretz Israel is still to be written. 

Singer’s “East of Eden” is an odyssey of defeat. It 
pulsates with both the aching and ruthless heartbeats of 
many well realized and fully individualized human beings. 
But primarily it is the odyssey of Nachman Ritter, frail 
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only son of Mattes the peddler; born in the street of 
beggars in the village of Pyask; destined by his father for 
the Rabbinate; becoming a baker’s apprentice in Warsaw, 
turning to Communist activity under the influence of the 
egocentric charlatan, Comrade Daniel ; suffering torture and 
long imprisonment for his unwavering idealism; making 
his way illegally into the Red fatherland; finding misery, 
slavery, and disillusion on a trumped up charge of sabo- 
tage; and finally suffering expulsion from the land of 
his dreams after his forced confession has served the 
purposes of the G.P.U. Always the believer, always the 
honest, tenacious idealist, Nachman always suffers defeat, 
whereas the scurrilous Comrade Daniel reaps the glory 
and lives in comfort. 

This is a depressing book. Not a ray of joy illumines 
its pages. Human beings are painted in all their ugly 
self-seeking and indifference to others, and in all their 
miserable weakness, poverty, and degradation. Those 
critics who have accused Singer of anti-Soviet propaganda 
in the later chapters of ‘East of Eden”, have missed the 
whole point of the book. Nachman’s Soviet experiences 
are of the same woof and warp as his experiences in 
Pyask and in Warsaw, as the experiences of all the other 
characters in the novel, and, by implication, of all men 
and women everywhere. There are always the strong and 
the weak, the oppressors and the oppressed, the honest 
and the aml the idealists and the Machiavellians. 
Such is la comedie humaine, and the U.S.S.R. is no ex- 
ception. That the honest idealist only too frequently suffers 
defeat in the end, is not an unreasonable corollary to 
Singer’s central idea, and his novel is not unakin to the 
Biblical query, “why does the way of the wicked prosper?” 

Singer states his case in vigorous, flesh and blood terms. 
His men and women are real, startlingly real. His 
descriptive passages are firm and palpable. The morning 
noises and stench of a low class Warsaw tenement assail 
the ear and nose. Birth and death, filth and poverty, 
prison and torture, all take concrete shape behind the 
swiftly moving words. There is a sureness and economy 
in Singer's narrative that carries the reader to the pith of 
a situation: 

“Thirteen-year-old Sheindel put on her dead mother’s 
apron, which was much too long for her, and took over 
the management of the home.” 

He uses the short chapter, charged with incident, to 
excellent advantage, and in conjunction with it he em- 
ploys neatly the device of a shift in tense. Frequently the 
chapter open in the present tense, designed to supply the 
general outlines of a setting. Quite ery ly, the 
tense shifts to the past, and the reader finds himself in 
the midst of individualized concreteness. 

Throughout the scenes of teeming life, recreated with 
enviable art, there is the dominant motif, that the weak 
perish, and the strong and unscrupulous leave them 
behind. Such is the note on which the book closes. 
Nachman finds himself in the no-man’s-land between 
Russia and Poland, expelled from one, and blacklisted 
in the other. He stumbles upon an old, dying horse. 

. . » Nachman looked and thought. Someone had 
driven out into this clearing the animal which all its 
life long had carried the yoke for him and which 
now could drag the burden no longer. A strange, 
passinate sense of nearness to the dying animal filled 
Nachman, and he stroked its raw, wounded hide. 
In that abandoned, exhausted, used-up animal gasp- 
ing its death agony, he saw himself, his whole life. 

The darkness settled deeper and deeper. A cold, 
pale moon swam up above the clearing and shone 
down on the two creatures lying near each other on 
the soft stretch of earth between the frontiers. 

Somewhere in the distance a dog bayed into the 
night. ISAAC FRANCK 
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A DISPASSIONATE HISTORY 


WORLD COMMUNISM, A History of the Communist 
International, by F. Borkenau, W. W. Norton and 
Company, New York, 1939, 442 pp., $3.75. 


HIS IS a book that should be read by many people. It 
should be studied with minute attention by all who 
are concerned in the past, present and future of the work- 
ers: movement in the world. Rarely has any writing come 
out of the labor movement which, serving both as history 
and interpretation, fills so important a place in the library 
of objective and authoritative presentation. “World Com- 
munism” is not a propaganda pamphlet or book containing 
a stirring call to arms attempting to awaken an exploited 
roletariat and peasantry to its own liberation. Nor is 
“World Communism” a statement of a program by which 
such liberation may be achieved. But in so far as it records 
and envelopes the most significant events in the struggle for 
workers’ liberation during the past twenty years, it must 
also stand as a warning for the future. It should serve as a 
guide towards that revaluation of principles and action so 
needed in contemporary life. 

I mean to praise this book which cannot be adequately 
treated in a book review. I want especially to bring it to 
the attention of all students and readers in the workers’ 
movement as an aid in meeting our present problems. 
Some might say that insofar as Borkenau concerns himself 
primarily with a history of the Communist International his 
very limitation of subject matter prevents him from aiding 
this larger purpase to which I have already pointed. That 
is not so. His dispassionate and clearly written pages are 
set within the framework of the dominant currents and 
counter-currents in which the Communist International for 
better or for worse played so key a role during the past 
generation. 

I am sure that the Communists will attempt to commit on 
the character of Borkenau that type of assassination and 
vilification at which they are past masters, for Dr. Borkenau 
was a member of the German Communist Party from 1921 
to 1929. He had been a part of the apparatus of the Com- 
intern and was in the immediate service of the Western- 
European Bureau of the Third International on whose be- 
half he visited various Communist parties throughout Eur- 
ope. Like others, sooner or later he became disillusioned 
and withdrew, and now without bitterness for the Commu- 
nist movement nor partisanship for Social Democracy he 
has written this history. 

This book comes at a time when the working class move- 
ment has suffered a series of defeats—defeats in Italy, Ger- 
many, Austria and Spain, and in other ways in the capitalist 
democracies, as well as in the Soviet Union itself. Un- 
doubtedly these defeats were brought about by a confluence 
of what Marxists call “objective conditions.” However, it 
is also true to say that these defeats have been the results, in 
no small part, of the disruptive role of the Comintern prac- 
tising its tragic policies as well as through certain inherent 
weaknesses within the Labor and Socialist International. 
Insofar as the Soviet Union served as a beacon of hope dur- 
ing the early days of the October Revolution and is today a 
symbol of despair in the minds and hearts of millions of 
advanced workers who cannot and will not follow Stalinist 
policies, the Comintern and its Russian authority must re- 
ceive our closest attention. 

_ Out of the past there emerges renewed attention for and 
interest in the criticisms of a Martov, Luxemberg, Bala- 
banov and others who felt the need for reestablishing both 
sound — and pertinent action to bring about the 
realization of socialist democracy. And in the ranks of 
these and other writers Borkenau takes his place. Bor- 
kenau’s thesis is very close to that of Rosa Luxemberg who, 
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as long ago as 1904; began her battle against the type of 
revolutionary movement which Lenin, Trotsky and Stalin 
perfected. She pointed out then, and Borkenau verifies, 
that the attempt to build a monolithic party based upon 
cadres of trained revolutionists which would /ead the work- 
ing class into a future of socialism would necessarily mean 
the imposition of a party dictatorship upon the proletariat 
and in the final analysis a dictatorship of a small section of 
the party upon the party itself. We, today, are prone to 
look upon the sins of the Comintern as more or less exclu- 
sively Stalin’s, but this is hardly the case for even if we 
should grant to Stalin the epithet of “organizer” in the 
party, every bit of Russian experience indicates that the 
dominant mode which Stalin finally established stems from 
the thinking and acting inaugurated by Lenin and Trotsky. 
Slowly we are coming to the conclusion, even those of us 
who have been and are Socialists, that Bolshevism in theory 
and practice has not only been unsuited to the needs of the 
Russian masses but that its perpetuation, including all of its 
gyrations since 1919 when Lenin for the first time carried 
out a policy of one party dictatorship, is unsuited to the 
working masses outside the Soviet Union. It represents a 
real obstacle to the successful eventuation of a workers’ 
democracy. As Borkenau correctly points out “‘it is inter- 
ésting to note that Trotsky today complains bitterly about 
the lack of ‘Soviet democracy’ in Russia but neither Trotsky 
nor Lenin ever criticized Bela Kun for the sort of ‘Soviet’ 
regime which he introduced in Hungary.” 


Important as the question of workers’ democracy is in 

lanning for a future society, there is yet another- yardstick 
y which one examines the tragic policies of the Third 
International. It is sometimes argued by Communists and 
ex-Communists that the Third International had really 
hoped to unify the workers’ movement and bring about a 
united front of all those who are truly concerned with the 
emancipation of the workers of the world. The record 
here is a sorry one. During the period that marks the for- 
mation of the Third International, Lenin, Trotsky, Zinoviev 
and the others attempted to impose upon the workers’ move- 
ment outside Russia the famous 21-points which in relation 
to the workers’ movement were comparable to the vicious 
21 points that Japan sought to impose upon China in 1915. 
Failing in this they split the workers’ movement throughout 
the world but then attempted to establish a united front. It 
was the united front, however, which in the words of Lenin 
in Left-Wing Communism would support the reformists 
“as the rope supports the hanged man.” The united front 
effort was given up by the time of the Fifth World Com- 
munist Congress. This, in 1924, marked a turn to the left 
which split the trade union movement and by 1928 had 
evolved into the theory of social Fascism. Now this theory 
made Socialist and Labor parties the main enemy, the third 
parties of the bourgeoisie; parties that had to be destroyed 
even before an assault would be made upon Fascism, Nazi- 
ism and other reactionary forms of finance capitalism. 


Today we find that the Trotskyites claim everything was 
all right down to 1923 when the Trotsky opposition was 
first initiated, but Trotsky participated in all the events 
prior to 1923 and still feels uneasy about his major role in 
the suppression of tlie Kronstadt uprising. We find that 
the Lovestonites hold that everything was satisfactory down 
to the time of their expulsion in 1928-1929, but they 
shared in all the things which Trotsky shared, together with 
Brandler and Thalheimer. They shared in the defeat of the 
German movement in 1923 and 1924. They shared in the 
Fifth Congress and its so-called turn to the left with the 
united-front-from-below tactics. In short even the dissid- 
ent Communist groups bear a responsibility to the past 
which cannot be lightly put aside. 
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A review can hardly do justice to this book but I should 
like to end by urging all readers of this review, especially 
those who bear responsibility in the workers’ movement, to 
regard the reading and application of Borkenau’s “World 
Communism” as one of the major tasks in the coming 
period. Undoubtedly there are pages in the book with 
which every reader will not always agree, but this is small 
matter in proportion to the debt which we owe to the 
author for having assembled this material. 


FRANK N. TRAGER. 


GUIDE TO LABOR ZIONISM 


LABOR ZIONIST HANDBOOK. THE AIMS, AC- 
TIVITIES AND HISTORY OF THE LABOR ZION- 
IST MOVEMENT IN AMERICA. Edited by Moshe 
Cohen. New York. Poale Zion Zeire Zion of America, 
1939, 275p. 75c. 


EWISH COMMUNITY organization in America is a 

field particularly devoid of work of the directory and 
factual information type. The American Jewish Year 
Book gives but a skeleton outline of the structure of or- 
ganizations and their purposes. The reader in need of 
details, particularly of the historical type, is by necessity 
forced to search for them in periodicals, or as it happens 
in most cases, through hearsay. The Labor Zionist move- 
ment in particular, presents a good example in this case. 
The Palestinian aspects of the movement are covered ade- 
quately in works by Revusky, Stolloff and others. The 
publication within the past three years of the selected 
writings of Syrkin, Borochov and A. D. Gordon marks 
the beginning of an adequate and serious treatment of the 
ideological and historical aspects of the movement. The 
field of pamphleteering seems to have subsided of late. 
This is to be regretted. The book under review, in a sense 
combines all these as . The ideology of the movement is 
presented in a readable and popular manner in its first sec- 
tion and is in addition brought out throughout the volume. 
The parts dealing with the Poale Zion in America present 
the history of the movement briefly and adequately. To 
the knowledge of the reviewer this is the first time that 
this material appears in English. In the third section of 
the book are described the organization, platforms, struc- 
ture and activities of the different branches of the move- 
ment in America. The ommission of the Hashomer Ha- 
tzair and the Left Poale Zion groups is a regrettable one. 
It is hoped that the revised edition of the book (and a 
hand ought to be revised ever so often) will not 
repeat this error. 


Section Four, which covers the topics “On the Zionist 
Front’, “On the Socialist Front’ and “The Jewish Com- 
munity in America” is particularly refreshing because of 
the relative absence of dogma and “holier than thou” 
spirit so frequent in Left Wing publications. They denote 
the process of serious rethinking of values on Jewish and 
Socialist problems now prevalent particularly among the 
younger elements in the Labor Zionist movement. The 
Appendix contains several features which make the volume 
a handbook in some spheres beyond the scope indicated in 
the title. It presents information in outline form on “The 
Jewish Population in the World,” “Palestine,” ‘‘Histadrut 
Haovdim,” “The World Zionist Organization,” and others. 
An excellent glossary and an adequate index enhance the 
value of the book. Its makeup and typography leave 
nothing to be desired. It surely fills a long-felt need. 


ABRAHAM G. DUKER. 
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WHAT IS CAMP KVUTZA? 


DUCATORS HAVE recognized for many years the 

values inherent in summer camps for the growth and 
development of children and young people. Camp offers 
not only an opportunity to send children out of the 
enervating heat and congestion of the city into the ‘wide 
open spaces”; it also provides experience in group living 
and in contact with a world of nature far different from 
that which the youngsters normally have. In addition, 
opportunities are unusually plentiful for the enrichment 
of personality, the development of knowledge and skills, 
and the intensification of interests and loyalties. 


These various aims have motivated the growth of the 
several summer camps maintained by the Labor Zionist 
youth organizations, Habonim and Young Poale Zion 
Alliance. The first of this series of camps, located at 
Accord, New York, will be opening for its eighth year this 
July 2. Six other camps will be operating in various parts 
of the country throughout the summer. These are situated 
near Philadelphia, Baltimore, Montreal, Rochester, Chicago, 
and Los Angeles. Campers from various other cities such 
as Detroit, Cincinnati, Washington, Boston, St. Louis 
attend the camps nearest their homes. 


These summer camps are known to all their campers 
and supporters as Camp Kvutza. This name is the key 
to their character. Conceived as models of Palestinian 
collective settlements, they function so as to approximate 
this type of living as closely as possible. The content of 
the program, the atmosphere and the various motifs are 
alike intended to provide a rich experience in Jewish living. 
The entire fabric of contemporary Jewish life and cultural 
expression soe the source of the stimuli. Thus, daily 
programs abound in Jewish lore, song, dance, literature, 
arts and crafts, and discussion. Holidays and the Sabbath 
are observed so as to bring out their significance and 
beauty. A definite part of the program is devoted to the 
consideration and project study of various aspects of Jew- 
ish life and history. Hebrew is used as much as possible 
throughout the Kvutza. 


The culmination of the summer’s program takes the 
form of a seminar at Accord, N. Y., which is attended 
by members from all the Kvutzot. 


The form of social organization of the Summer Kvutza 
is inspired completely by the collective in Palestine. Many 
of the institutions and traditions of the Kvutzot in Pales- 
tine have become incorporated into the Camp Kvutzot 
and have won the admiration of all educators who have 
observed. Thus, the highest authority of the camp is the 
General Assembly of all the campers which itself sets 
down the rules of the camp and itself devises way of im- 
plementing them. The Kupa Meshutefet, or common 
treasury of the collective, here takes the form of a com- 
mon fund which takes care of all the incidental needs of 
the campers. 


Every person at Kvutza whether staff member or camper, 
participates in all the work required for the proper func- 
tioning of the camp. Buildings, equipment and facilities 
are kept purposefully primitive, without sacrificing basic 
health necessities, in order to accentuate the spirit of 
pioneering Palestine. The comradeship between campers 
and counsellors (who are all volunteers, members of the 
Labor Zionist movement), is based on an understanding 
of the requirements of progressive leadership. In this 
way the ideals of self-help, cooperation and mutual 
responsibility are translated into living realities. 


Further information concerning Kvutza can 
be secured from the national office of the Habonim at 
275 7th Avenue, N. Y. C. 
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JUNE, 1939 


ACTIVITIES FOR THE 
WORKERS’ BANK 


The committee for the Worker’s Bank of Palestine has 
set aside the month of June for an intensive campaign 
to increase the financial resourses of the bank in order to 
enable it to meet the increased demands of economic 
development in that country. During the winter months 
the representative of the bank, Abraham Dickenstein, at- 
tained considerable results despite the fact that his ac- 
tivity was limited to a small number of cities. Mr. Dicken- 
stein is at present in St. Louis. From that city he will go 
to Los Angeles. 

Dr. H. Seidel, chairman of the American Committee 
for the Workers’ Bank is actively directing the present 
campaign and will visit Detroit and other cities for this 
purpose. Baruch Zuckerman, who was to leave for Eu- 
rope at the end of May has agreed to remain in the coun- 
try for another month in the interests of the bank. He 
will visit Chicago, Toronto and Montreal. Victor Hendel- 
man will conduct the activities in New York, New Jersey 
and the vicinity. Z. Freedman, who recently returned 
from Palestine, will concentrate his activities in Montreal, 
Ottawa and Toronto while Dr. Sternberg of Eveleth, 
Minn. will devote his vacation in the interests of the 
bank in Minn., Iowa, Nebraska and Missouri. 

The American Committee for the Workers’ Bank calls 
on its sympathizers in the above mentioned districts to 
extend their cooperation and assistance so that the cam- 
paign may be successful. 
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waiting. Often it can be taken care of evenings, Sundays 
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Simply drop into the nearest Postal Telegraph office and 
hand your bill to the clerk at the counter. The bill may be 
for your rent, dues, taxes, gas, electric or goodness knows 
what. You give the Postal Telegraph clerk the amount of 
the bill—together with a small fixed charge for the service. 
Promptly, he will make out a money order and a receipt; 
and hand them to you with your bill. You mail the money 
order and bill, retaining the receipt for your records. 
Simple? It’s downright easy! 

And the service charge is extremely low! 


Amount Charges Amount Charges 
Upto $2.50__...$.05 $100.01 to $133.33__.§.20 
$2.51 to 5.00 .07 133.34 to 166.66. .25 
5.01 to 10.00. .09 165.87 to 200.00... .30 
gag 200.01 to 233.33... .35 
10.01 to 20.00... .11 233.34 to 266.66... .40 
20.01 to 40.00... .12 266.67 to 300.00. .45 
40.01 to 60.00... .13 300.01 to 500.00... .50 


60.01 to 80.00. 14. Each additional 
80.01 to 100.00... .15 or fraction thereof . 


If you want your bills paid quickly, 
conveniently and economically, use 


MONEY ORDERS 


through 


Postal Teleqraph 


For sending Telegrams, Cablegrams, Radiograms 
As near to you as your telephone 














AB 
COOKS FALLS 
LODGE 






COOKS FALLS, N. ¥. 
st°s Time to 
Play Again” 


to rest and relax . . . so much to 
do . . . boating, bathing, fishing, 
concrete pool, private lake . . . 
tennis, handball, riding, golf .. . 
entertainment, dancing . . . com- 
fortable accommodations . . . diet- 
ary laws . .. we know the essentials 
of a perfect vacation... 


ATTRACTIVE LOW JUNE RATES 
Write for Booklet and Season Rate 
Phone: Roscoe 2F-13 


ae 


LODGE OVERLOOKS BEAVERKILL RIVER 
FAMOUS FOR TROUT FISHING 














CAMP EDEN 


Colony for Boys and Girls 
COLD SPRING, NEW YORK 
6 


Give your children new life and vigor by sending 
them away from the heat and dust of the city. Your 
cares and worries are ended if you send them to 
Camp Eden where in addition to being offered every 
divertisement in a sport and Jewish cultural program, 
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LEAGUE FOR LABOR PALESTINE 














The Work Goes ae 


In reviewing the activities of the 
League chapters for the past month, 
one must say a few words about the 
reaction of the membership to the re- 
cent “White Paper”. It was a spon- 
taneous outburst of indignation at the 
British Government's betrayal of its 
solemn promises and obligations. The 
chapters sent letters and telegrams of 
protest which they forwarded through 
the offices of the National Emergency 
Committee for Palestine. They also 
participated in full force in the demon- 
strations and protest meetings that 
took place in the various communities. 
While discussion is going on as to 
the nature and methods of resistance 
that Palestine is to offer against the 
terms of the White Paper, the pre- 
vailing feeling is that we must con- 
tinue our practical everyday work on 
behalf of the Histadrut and the 
Yishub as a whole, to help the pioneers 
maintain their economic position and 
increase their constructive activity. The 
White Paper is a blow to our rights 
in Palestine, but it has not dimmed 
our hope for the rebuilding of our 
national homeland. 

Youth Training: The League mem- 
bership has come to recognize more 
and more the significance of training 
and preparing the young generation 
in Palestine on the principles of the 
Histadrut, that is, of pioneering, col- 
lective and cooperative enterprise. The 
chapters have conducted various func- 
tions whereby they raised substantial 
amounts for this project of the League. 
Additional amounts have been received 
by the National Office from the fol- 
lowing chapters: Philadelphia—$471, 
Brooklyn—$700, Bronx—$500, Social 
Workers — $53, Hartford — $35, 
Washington—$35, Mr. Benjamin Har- 
ris of Chicago—$100, Jewish Teach- 
ers’ Community Chest in New York— 
$35, Manhattan—$58, Bronx Youth 
Group—$10, Albany—$100. Other 
chapters are planning further activi- 
ties to complete their quotas before 
the season is over. 

Summer Seminar: The fourth an- 
nual season of our Summer Seminar 
and Camp will open on Friday, June 
30th, at the Hechalutz Farm, Cream 
Ridge, N. J. In the past three years, 
the Seminar attracted a large attend- 
ance of League members and friends, 
as well as members of other organiza- 
tions, coming from various sections of 
the country. The Seminar has become 
the rallying place for all those who 
are in sympathy with the aspirations 
of our pioneers in Palestine, and who 














MILWAUKEE, WIS., GROUPS 


extend their heartiest congratulations and best wishes to 


PROFESSOR ALBERT EINSTEIN 


on his Sixtieth Birthday Anniversary 
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Heartiest Mazeltov to Our Friends 
ESTELLE AND LOUIS FARBER 
on their Tenth Wedding Anniversary 
JEANETTE and ARTHUR SPIEGEL 

Milwaukee, Wis. 
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seek intellectual and social recreation 
in an atmosphere which is permeated 
with the spirit of cooperation and 
Halutziut. 

The program of this season’s Semi- 
nar will be conducted on a basis of 
weekly lecture series, and will continue 
throughout the summer until Septem- 
ber 4th. For the month of July, the 
following lectures have been arranged: 


July Ist: “What Happened before the 
White Paper?”"—Dr. Josef Dunner, 
author and lecturer. 


July 2nd: “Behind the European 
Crisis?” —Ludwig Lore, columnist 
of the New York Post. 


July 3rd: “Whither Jewish Migra- 
tion?”—Abraham G. Duker, Man- 
aging Editor of ‘Contemporary 
Jewish Record.” 


Week of July 3rd: “Jews in the 
American Scene” — Norton Belth, 
writer and lecturer. 


Week of July 8th: “The Jewish 
Labor Movement’’—Dr. Saul Sokol, 
writer and lecturer. 


Week of July 15th: “Economic 
Foundations of Jewish Colonization 
in Palestine’—Abraham Revusky, 
author of ‘‘Jews in Palestine.” 


Week of July 22nd: “Zionist Clas- 
sics’—Dr. Alexander S. Kohanski. 


Sunday, July 9th: ‘Bialik and Mod- 
ern Hebrew Literature’’—Hilel Bav- 
li, Hebrew poet. 


Saturday and Sunday, July 22-23: 
“Contemporary Hebrew Literature” 
—Moshe Feinstein, Principal of 
“Herzliah” and Hebrew poet.. 


The concert program will include 
Palestinian songs, classical music, and 
dramatic entertainment by leading art- 
ists. Over the Fourth of July week- 
end, the following artists will partici- 
pate: Robert Rosov, violinist; Salva- 
dor Ley, pianist; and Channah Am- 
sterdam, soprano. Accommodations 
for 100 guests in the Hotel house are 
comfortable, the rooms airy and spaci- 
ous and supplied with running ‘water. 
Kosher meals will be prepared by an 
expert cook and served in the cozy 
dining room. Sports include handball, 
table tennis, badminton, volley ball, 
swimming, rowing, and canoeing. The 
rates are very reasonable—only $16.50 
a week. Transportation is provided 
by train to Trenton and special bus 
from the station to the Farm.. The 
Seminar also has a special car to ac- 
commodate smaller groups with trans- 
portation from the station to the lake 
and other places of interest. For 
further information, please write to 
the office of the League, 275—7th 
Avenue, N. Y. C., or call WaAtkins 
9-5288. 





CLUBS OF 
PIONEER WOMEN'S ORGANIZATION 


express their reverence for 


PROFESSOR ALBERT EINSTEIN 


and wish him many years of creative work 





DOWNTOWN CLUB 
New York City 


RIVKA WOLL, Secretary 





CLUB No. ! 


Cleveland, Ohio 


MRS. B. KESSLER, Fin. Secretary 


Toledo, Ohio 
CHALUTZAH GROUP 
B. LATEZ, Secretary 
RACHEL GROUP 
M. MOSES, Secretary 








P. W. O. CLUB 
Bridgeport, Conn. 


MRS. R. ANTELL, Secretary 


P. W. O. CLUB 
Buffalo, N. Y. 


MRS. D. ALECK, Secretary 





CLUB OF CHELSEA, MASS. 


S. GILLMAN, Secretary 








P. W. O. CLUB 
Roxbury & Dorchester, Mass. 


CLARA ENTIN, Secretary 





CLUB OF 
SAN ANTONIO, TEX. 


MRS. I, D, CHAFETZ, Secretary 


BROOKLYN, N. Y. CLUB 


MRS. JULIA SOMMER, Secretary 








B. BOROCHOY CLUB 


Minneapolis, Minn. 





P. W. O. CLUB 
Trenton, N. J. 


HATTIE SUSLOVITZ, Secretary 





PROVIDENCE, R. I., CLUB 


MRS. A. BOYMAN, Secretary 





ST. PAUL MINN., CLUB 


HELEN POGOLER, Secretary 





WILKES BARRE, PA., CLUB 


HADASSA SARE, Secretary 





NEWARK, N. J., CLUB 


S. MOGILNER, Secretary 





SASKATOON, CANADA, 


CLUB, P. W. O. 
ETHEL GOODMAN, Secretary 
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THE CHORAL SOCIETY of the 
League, under the direction of Av Sol- 
tes, had its first annual concert, which 
was attended by over 250 people. In 
the short period of its existence, the 
Choral Society has made marvelous 
progress, having developed into a well- 
disciplined body of 30 members and 
having worked out a repertory of Pal- 
estine songs which it performed with 
great artistic skill. The assisting art- 
ists were Robert Rosov, violinist; Sal- 
vador Ley, pianist ; and Channah Am- 
sterdam, soprano. 


CHAPTER ACTIVITIES: 


The Bronx League. One of the 
finest gatherings held by the Bronx 
League, was the celebration of the 
Silver Wedding Anniversary of Mr. 
and Mrs. Julius Jacobson. As a token 
of appreciation of their devoted service 
to the League and the Histadrut, $500 
will be sent in their name to the Max 
Pine Trade School (part of the League 
project). 

Brooklyn Council: The major fund- 
raising activity, the “Gala Affair,” 
brought in a clear profit of $1,200. 
Mr. Abe Cohen of 701 East 175th 
St., Bronx, N. Y., was the winner of 
the “Grossinger week-end” which was 
one of the attractions offered by the 
Council at the “affair.” 
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MILFORD **LIVE your holiday 


° CONN. at Camp Milford® 


The Ideal Vacation Spot for Adults,Known for Its Friendly, Informal 
Spirit and Rustic Charm 


OPENS JUNE 16th—JUNE RATE: $25.00 
Every Athletic Facility 


Complete Social Activity 
Champion Tennis Courts 


Nightly Entertainment 
Handball - Baseball Social Staff 
Swimming - Boating - Canoeing 8-Piece Orchestra 


Weekly Rate for $29 50 Daily: $5.00 
July and August Incl. Week-ends 
MICKEY MICHAELS, Manager 
N. Y. Office: 11 WEST 42nd ST. ¢ PEnnsylvania 6-7842 © Write for Booklet 
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Greetings from Fraternal Societies 











NEW YORK 


ADOLPH ULLMAN AID SOCIETY 


sends greetings and best wishes to 
PROFESSOR ALBERT EINSTEIN 
on his 60th Anniversary 
S. SCHOENDORF, Secretary 


FIRST HORODENKER SICK BENEFICIAL SOCIETY 
NEW YORK 
greets ALBERT EINSTEIN 
M. LIEBERMAN, Secretary 





Our felicitations and best wishes to 


PROFESSOR ALBERT EINSTEIN 





BRONX, N. Y. 


WELFARE LIBERTY FRATERNAL BENEVOLENT 
SOCIETY, Inc. 


greets PROFESSOR EINSTEIN 
ADOLPH WOLBERG, Secretary 


is 60th Anniversary 


h 
BASSARABIER HEBREW SICK BENEFIT ASS'N 
OF MONTREAL 
A. BASOBIM, President L. SHERKER, Secretary 


KING GEORGE SICK BENEFIT ASS'N 








Best Wishes to 


PROFESSOR ALBERT EINSTEIN 


IND. MESERITZER YOUNG MEN 
BROOKLYN, N. Y. 
SAMUEL ROSENBAUM, Secretary 


OF MONTREAL, CANADA 
salutes PROFESSOR EINSTEIN 


OMAHA MEN'S MIZRACHI ORG. 
OF OMAHA, NEBRASKA 
greets ALBERT EINSTEIN 








REV. A. SCHWARZKIN 


























PARK AVENUE MERCHANTS’ ASS'N 
NEW YORK CITY 


greets ALBERT EINSTEIN 
LOUIS DORFMAN, Secretary 





FIRST BELZER BESSARABER S. B. A. 
BROOKLYN, N. Y. 
greets PROFESSOR EINSTEIN 
on his 60th Anniversary 


M. BURSTEIN, Secretary 


ZAMOSE TOMASHOVER PROGRESSIVE 
OF DETROIT, MICH. 
extends greeting to 
PROFESSOR ALBERT EINSTEIN 
JULIUS GINSBURG, Financial Secretary 


BERDITCHEVER PROG. UNT. VEREIN 
OF DETROIT, MICH. 
greet a great man, a great scientist and a great Jew 


A. SCHNAIDER, Secretary 








ERSTE BRICHANER UNT. VEREIN 
BROOKLYN, N. Y. 
extends heartiest greetings to 
PROFESSOR ALBERT EINSTEIN 
M. WEINBERG, Secretary 








MINNEAPOLIS, MINN., CHAPTER 
AMERICAN FRIENDS HEBREW UNIVERSITY 
extends greetings and congratulations to 
PROFESSOR ALBERT EINSTEIN 
MOSES BARON, Secretary 
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In ThePoale Zion 


Delegates to the 21st 
Zionist Congress 








According to an announcement of 
the United States Shekel Board, the 
Labor Zionist bloc will be entitled to 
34 delegates to the 21st Zionist Con- 
gress, the General Zionists 34, Hadas- 
sah 29, Mizrachi 17, and the Jewish 
State Party 1. It was reported that 
340,000 Shkolim were sold by all 
Zionist parties since the last Zionist 
Congress. 


The Labor Zionist 
Shekel Campaign 


On May 26 the records of the Labor 
Zionist Committee for Shkolim and 
Elections have shown that 63,000 
Shkolim have been paid for. It is ex- 
pected that the total Shkolim sold by 
the Labor Zionist Movement will be 
between 70 and 75 thousand, as com- 
pared with 57,000 Shkolim to the 20th 
Zionist Congress. 


The most significant progress was 
registered by Philadelphia, which has 
sold 7,000 Shkolim, nearly doubling 
that of two years ago. Other cities 
which excelled in their work are: Chi- 
cago, Milwaukee, Cleveland, Minnea- 
polis. 

The Labor Zionist Movement in 
those cities where 2,000 Shkolim or 
more have been sold are now holding 
nomination conferences for delegates 
to the Zionist Congress. Similar nom- 
inations are now being held in the cen- 
tral bodies of the Labor Zionist Move- 
ment. 

In accordance with the previous ag- 
reement the Labor Zionist Shekel 
Board has allotted two mandates to the 
Hashomer Hatzair, one to the Left 
Poale Zion, and one to the Women’s 
League for Palestine. 


Labor Zionist Conference 
In Montreal 


A Conference of all Canadian 
branches of the Labor Zionist Move- 
ment was held in Montreal on May 
26-28. The purpose of the Confer- 
ence was to organize a permanent bur- 
eau of the Labor Zionist Movement in 
Canada for particular Canadian Jewish 
and labor problems. There were about 
75 delegates from Montreal, Toronto, 
Ottawa, etc. The guest speakers at the 
conference were Dr. Sokol, Baruch 
Zuckerman, David Wertheim, Isaac 
Hamlin and Dvora Rothbard. 


At the conference a report was ren- 
dered of the Shekel Campaign in Can- 
ada. The Labor Zionist Movement 
sold 5,000 Shkolim, of which Toronto 
sold 2,300. 
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Sane . a an 55 Miles from New York JUNE RATES 


$22.50 Weekly 
Attractive Week-End Rates 
Free Golf 
N. Y. Phone®LOngacre 3-5441 


LOW RATES 
*GEORGE A. PODORSON 
250 Park Avenue New York © 
PLaza 3-8926 
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Locust Grove Farm, Hopewell Junction, N. Y. § 











This Machine Does the 
Work of 20 Men - BUT 
Machines Like This Have 

DOUBLED THE NUMBER OF 
FACTORY JOBS 


Mapp!) 
tim 


AMERICA’S BENEFICENT PARADOX 


ACHINES replacing men—yet more men put to work! This 

startling paradox is responsible for much of America’s prog- 
ress. For although machines are doing jobs that would require 
many times as many men to do by hand, yet the number of factory 
jobs has increased from 4 to 8 million in the last 50 years. Why has 
this been possible? 

Why? Because machines have multiplied the effectiveness of men’s 
work, have enabled them to produce more with less effort, have so 
reduced the cost of manufactured products that more millions of 
people have been able to buy them. And because more people have 
bought these products, more men have been employed making them. 
That is why there are twice as many factory jobs today as there 
were 50 years ago, and, in addition, millions of other jobs selling, 
shipping, and servicing the new products. 

General Electric scientists, engineers, and workmen, by applying 
electric power to the machines of industry, have done much to make 
this progress possible. Their efforts today are directed to the task of 
creating still higher living standards for America. 


G-E research and engineering have saved the public from ten to one hundred 
dollars for every dollar they have earned for General Electric 


GENERAL @ ELECTRIC 
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“IDEAL RESORT FOR YOUNG FOLKS!” ie 


Modern Hotel — Camp Activities 


Immense Concrete Swimming Pool—9-HOLE SHORT GOLF 
COURSE, Private Lake—Free Canoeing and Boating. Rooms 
equipped with PURE HOT and COLD SPRING WATER IN 
EVERY ROOM. Hot and Cold Showers—Social and Athletic 
Staff. New Casino. 6-Piece Orchestra, Dancing, Tennis, 
Saddle Horses, etc. Dietary Laws. Phone 68 Livingston Manor. 


Free Booklet. Reasonable Rates. 





ENJOY YOUR VACATION AT 
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THE FIELDSTONE|| | ers COUNTRY CLUB 
on Round Lake oo HAGUE-ON-LAKE GEORGE, N. Y. 


MONROE, NEW YORK 


A place of unexcelled beauty for|/ - Page NO ee ae . 
rest and recreation in the heart of a ae 


es Same omnes A MODERN HOTEL ideally located 
on the most enchanting lake in Amer- 
ONE HOUR FROM NEW YORK ica, with its pine-clad hills and unfor- 
eel gettable beauty of the Adirondacks. 
Swimming ¢ Boating ¢ Tennis 
Handball ¢ Riding ¢ Golf ¢ and & 

other sports 

125 Rooms with Bath 

American Plan—$7.00 a Day up 
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Phone: Monroe 2501 ” 
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PROF. ALBERT EINSTEIN e. ! Famous for thirty years for its social 


activities and gay atmosphere 


on his 60th Birthday Anniversary 
* 


DR. G. A. LOWENSTEIN 




















Congratulations to 
PROFESSOR EINSTEIN 


from 65,000 members of the 
NATIONAL COUNCIL HAGUE-ON-LAKE GEORGE ° NEW YORK 
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